aying 
naum, 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


On THURSDAY EVENING, in the House of Commons, Mr. 
Osborne Morgan gave notice that on an early day he 
would ‘‘ call attention to the question of the registration 
of titles to land, and particularly to the working of the 
land Titles and Transfer Act, 1875,” and move a reso- 


* Jution. 





Ws WERE ENABLED TO sTaTE, before the close of last 
year, that the Examination Committee of the Council of 
the Incorporated Law Society would avail themselves of 
the services of assistant examiners, under the power in 
the Solicitors Act, 1877. The following are the names 
of the assistant examiners appointed for the year 
1878, Mr. Edward Henry Busk, M.A., LL.B. Lond., 
1, New-square; Mr. Edward Lionel Alexander Clarke, 
9, Bedford-row; Mr. Matthew Davenport Osbaldeston, 
36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields ; Mr. Eugene Wagon, M.A. Oxon., 
62, Lincoln’s-inn-fields; Mr. Frederic William Steward, 
49, Lincoln’s-inn-fields ; Mr. John Robert Fydell Rogers, 
94, Knightrider-street ; Mr. Chas. Thomas Arnold, M.A. 
Oxon., 20, Whitedall-place; Mr. John Arthur Iliffe, 2, 
Bedford-row; and Mr. Chas. Octavius Humphreys, 
Giltspur Chambers, Holborn Viaduct. 





A RATHER REMARKABLE QUESTION was in the paper of 
the House of Commons for Thursday evening last; but 
it does not seem to have been asked. Sir Henry Peek was 
“to ask the Solicitor-General whether he has considered 
the desirability of giving in the Zaw List, in the case 
of solicitors once, twice, or more times bankrupt, the 
dates of bankruptcy, dividends paid, and the name of 
assignees of whom detailed particulars might be had; 
and also in the case of solicitors whose names do not 
continuously appear in the Zaw List, the reason for 
omission.” Sir Henry Peek is, perhaps, by this time 
aware that the Law List, as regard solicitors, is a copy 
of the register of certificates to practise kept by the 
Tnland Revenue, and over which the Solicitor-General 
has no more control than Sir H. Peek himself, and that, 
of course, the list of solicitors includes only those who 
take out annual certificates to practise. But we really 
hope this will not in any way diminish the kind and 
cordial interest the honourable baronet has evinced in 
the affairs of solicitors. The fault we have to find with 
his suggestion is that it somewhat fails in comprehen- 
siveness. It would not elicit all that the client ought 
to know about his solicitor. We would suggest that 
the Law List should be extended so as to include a 
short certificate by the butcher, baker, and grocer of 
each solicitor, stating whether he has paid his bills with 


_ punctuality and regularity; and the name of his banker 


might also be given, “of whom detailed particulars 
might be had” as to his solvency, 





THERE HAS BEEN a great deal of nonsense written 
about the supposed easy credulity which lent success to 


the schemes of Dimsdale and his confederates, The 





Saturday Review last week affirmed that, “ where 
negotiations are pending between two solicitors of good 
position, business is transacted on a footing of mutual 
trust, whereby each party takes for gospel what the 
other states.” It would be more correct to say that 
solicitors take nothing whatever for granted; but the 
truth really lies between the two statements. It would 
be obviously impossible for legal transactions to be 
carried through if a solicitor is to repose no confidence 
in the statements of the solicitor on the other side. 
The client would be overwhelmed with costs if the 
solicitor on every mortgage were to imitate the minute 
and anxious care of Mr. Coburn, and examine into the 
accuracy of the descriptions of the attesting witnesses 
to the deeds. Itis constantly forgotten that the client 
is always fancying that the investigations recommended 
by-his solicitor are intendwd- to swell the vill of costs: 
and that if delay occurs in the completion of any trans- 
action, the client storms and raves about the slowness of 
his solicitor. The public have to make up their minds 
to this—that, short of an efficient registry, no precautions 
will avail againstaforger of title deeds. The reasons which 
Mr. Rudall has urged in a letter to the Times to show 
that even a register would not be absolute security, are 
based on the present condition of the index to the 
Middlesex Registry, which, as is admitted on all hands, 
is such as to render exhaustive search, in many cases, 
almost impossible. This is no argument against the 
efficacy of registry with a properly-constructed index. 
It is very right that the Home Secretary should state, 
as he did on Thursday evening, that the Government 
has no intention at present of bringing in any measure 
for establishing registries throughout the country; 
matters are as yet far from being ripe for general legis- 
lation; what we want to see is an experiment tried with 
the Middlesex Registry from which some lessons may be 
learned which will serve to guide the course of future 
legislation. 





A practice point of some importance was before the 
Court of Appeal at Westminster on Tuesday. Before 
the Judicature Act no appeal or error lay from a judg- 
ment on a case stated by an arbitrator under the Common 
Law Procedure Act, 1854, s. 5 (see Gumm v. Fowler, 
2 E. & E. 890). In Jones v. Victoria Dock Company 
(L. R. 2 Q. B. D. 314) it was held (without deciding 
the question generally whether it is so still) that 
the common form clause in an order of reference, 
excluding writs of error, precluded an appeal. But in 
that case the order was before the Judicature Act. A 
case of Mirabita v. The Imperial Ottoman Bank was 
argued on appeal on Monday and Tuesday last; and the 
appellants were heard on the former day. On Tuesday 
the respondents objected to the right to appeal. The 
case was on all fours with Jones v. Victoria Dock Com- 
pany, except that the order of reference was after the 
Judicature Act. The court seemed inclined to say that 
this was a sufficient distinction, but ultimately based 
their decision, allowing the appeal, on the ground that 
the objection, being based only on the contract of the 
parties, might be waived, and had been waived by allow- 
ing the argument to goon. This invoives the decision 
that, in the absence of such a clause in the order, au ap- 
peal now lies from a judgment on a case stated under 
the section in question. 





Ir sEEMS sTRANGE@and it is certainly undesirable, that, 
in so simple a matter of detail as the issuing of a writ 
of summons commencing an action, the practice should 
not be uniform in the several divisions of the High 
Court of Justice. In the Chancery Division the stamp 
used for “denoting the fee payable” in issuing a writ 
is affixed to the copy sealed as the ‘‘ writ’””—the original 
writ—while in the common law divisions the stamp is 
affixed to the copy filed, the variance being productive 
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of no little inconvenience. Under these circumstances 
it may be useful to offer an explanation of the variance 
alluded to. Rule 6 of the Treasury Order as to court 
fees, dated 28th of October, 1875, provided as follows :— 
“That where a fee is payable, but no directions are 
found in previous orders as to the document to which 
the stamp is to be applied, it shall be lawful, until we do 
otherwise order, for any officer of the Supreme Court, 
whose duty it would be to see that the fee in question is 
duly paid by means of a stamp, to decide on what 
document such stamp shall be impressed or affixed.” 
This rule came into operation on the 1st of November, 
1875, and as the practice of issuing a writ commencing 
an action was altogether new to the Chancery Division, 
and no applicable “ directions” were to be “found in 
previous orders,” the Clerks of Records and Writs 
** decided” to follow the practice then adopted in the 
common law divisions—viz., to have the stamp affixed 
to the copy writ filed. That such a practice should have 
been adopted in the common law divisions was quite 
consistent, for, with them, “ directions” were to be 
** found in previous orders as to the document to which 
the stamp is to be affixed,” and it was easy enough for 
them to determine that the copy writ required by the 
Judicature Rules to be filed, was simply a substitute for 
the “Precipe” formerly required. In a word, the 
practice at common law requiring the stamp to be 
affixed to the ‘‘ Precipe,” was already regulated by 
**directions”’ contained in the Treasury Order dated 
the 15th of December, 1865, made pursuant to 28 
Vict. c. 45 (see Day’s Common Law Procedure Acts, 
4 ed., p. 609) ; and the only question has been, and still 
is, Are the officers in the common law divisions justified 
in continuing the practice thus regulated, in presence of 
the more recent Treasury Order, dated the 22nd of 
April, 1876, which provides “ That from and after the 
25th day of April, 1875, the stamps used for denoting 
the said fees and per-centages [i.e., the fees and per- 
centages taken by stamps in the various proceedings in 
the Supreme Court] shall be of the character, and be 
applied, and otherwise dealt with, as prescribed by the 
schedule hereto”? This order has been observed in the 
Chancery Division ever since the 25th of April, 1876, 
the stamp payable on issuing a writ commencing an 
action having been “‘ applied” to the *‘ writ’’—the sealed 
writ—as prescribed by the schedule; but in the common 
law divisions the former practice has been continued. 
The Treasury Order of the 22nd of April, 1876, seems, 
certainly, capable of general application, no qualifying 
terms preserving ‘‘ directions found in previous orders ” 
being embodied as were embodied in the Treasury Order 
of the 28th of October, 1875. But even if its provisions 
were not required by, and be not applicable to, the com- 
mon law divisions, and thecontinuance in those divisions of 
the practice prescribed by the Treasury Order of the 15th 
December, 1865, be accurate and regular, the observa- 
tion may, nevertheless, be useful, that, in so simple a 
matter as the issuing of a writ commencing an action 
in the High Court of Justice, the practice ought to be 
uniform in all the divisions of that court. 





We xerorr this week the annual meetings of two im- 
portant law students’ societies, but we are not going to 
utter the usual commonplaces about the benefits of those 
institutions further than to say that Mr. Serjeant Parry 
by no means exhausted the list of advantages when he 
told the United Law Students’ Society that they gave 
confidence and took away conceit. If these societies are 
judiciously conducted, and the topics for discussion are 
well chosen, the result is to stimulate the members to 
useful independent investigation, and to promote the 
habit of clearly thinking out the results of such investi- 
gation. What we desire to draw attention to is the im- 
portance of care in the selection of suitable questions for 
discussion. It is not wonderful that in the course of 
years some difficulty is felt in discovering new matter 
for debate—it is rather appalling to think how many 





questions must have been settled by the Birmingham Law 
Students’ Society in its thirty-one years of existence— 
but this is not necessary; we see no reason why well 
framed questions should not be occasionally re-discussed 
after the lapse of some little time. And we think 
there ought to be no hesitation in one society borrowing 
a good question from another. For instance, without 
intending to disparage other societies, we may say, as the 
result of a good deal of observation of the matters dig. 
cussed by law students’ societies, that many of the legal 
questions propounded by the Birmingham Law Students’ 
Society are particularly neat and interesting. Why 
should not these be adopted occasionally by other 
societies ? It seems to us that a good deal more benefit 
is derivable from discussions on questions which tend to 
foster the habit of “ worrying” cases, and of getting up 
legal knowledge than by the discussion of general ques- 
tions, such as our stale and musty friends the game laws, 
capital punishment, primogeniture; or even the very 
wide question which we observed was recently discussed 
—“ That circumstances make the man, and not man the 
circumstances.” We do not remember how this question . 
was settled; but, if circumstances do make the man, it 
seems very important that the circumstances of a law 
students’ society should be such as to tend to make its 
members good legal reasoners. 





A cCoRRESPONDENT who addressed us last week on the 
subject of the chancery judges’ papers would have seen 
a practical commentary on his complaint if he had been 
in the court of Vice-Chancellor Bacon on Wednesday 
last. There were nine causes in the paper of the day, 
and the first cause, which was estimated to comprise in 
itself more than a day’s work, came to a premature con- 
clusion. None of the other cases were ready, for some 
reason or other, and the consequence was that the paper 
broke down, and the judge rose for the day before the 
usual luncheon hour. Cases come on so quickly now-a- 
days that they often overtake the activity and vigilance 
of those who have to draw up briefs and to marshal evi- 
dence. We think it would be found a considerable 
improvement if the suggestion of our correspondent were 
adopted, and a certain number of cases beyond the 
number intended to be heard were in the paper, by way 
of notice that they are likely to come on shortly to be 
heard. 


On Thursday, in the House of Commons, Dr. Brady asked 
the Secretary of State for the Home Department, in relation 
to the revelations of fraud, forgery, conspiracy, and obtain- 
ing money by false pretences, which have come to light by 
the trial and conviction of certain parties at the Central 
Criminal Court on the 15th inst., if he intended iotroduci 
a Bill to establish in this country a system of registration 0 
land and other property similar to the law now in force in 
our pron conped™ Cross, in reply, said he bad liad the ad- 
vantage of consulting with the Lord Chancellor and the 
Attorney-General on the subject referred to in the hon. 
member’s question, and he was able to state that it was not 
the intention of her Majesty’s Goveinment to introduce a 
measure relating to it at present. 

On Wednesday, in the House of Commons, in answer 
to questions put by an hon. member, in the absence of 
Mr. Hopwood, Mr. Gerard Noel said—I regret I 
cannot assure my hon. friend that the Courts of 
Justice re progressing satisfactorily, for there 
are portions of the building which should by 
this time be completed and they are not completed. 
The date for the entire completion of the contract is 
August 7,1880. The contractors will be entitled to exten- 
sion of time under the strike clause of their contract, but 
no indulgence on account of disputes with their workmen 
has hitherto been granted to them. The contract i+, how- 
ever, in two parte—the one regarding works to be com- 
pleted by the 9th of August, 1879, the other conclading the 
contracts as stated above. A short indulgence of nearly 
three months, on account of frost aud stress of weather, 
has been granted in respect of the first part. 
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REDUCTION INTO POSSESSION OF THE 
WIFE’S CHOSES IN ACTION. 


II. 


We referred briefly last week to some of the principles 
which have hitherto governed the decisions on the 
question of what will operate as a reduction into posses- 
gion by the husband of his wife’s choses in action so as 
to bar her right by survivorship. We saw that a mere 
intention or agreement will not suffice; there must be 
some act done changing the property in the chose in 
action. Such act, moreover, must be unequivocal ; if the 


husband assigns the wife’s chose in action, even to a. 


purchaser for value, he will be taken, it seems, to have 
assigned it subject to the wife’s right of survivorship. 
There is, however, authority to show that a release by 
the husband for valuable consideration will extinguish 
the wife’s interest. 

We have now to consider how far these principles are 
affected by the recent decision in Widgery v. Tepper 
(L. R. 5 Ch. D. 516), to which we referred at the com- 
mencement of our remarks. The facts in that case, so 
far as they bear upon this question, and can be gathered 
from the report, are these :—By an order made in a suit 
for the administration of the estate of the late J. M. W. 
Turner, R.A., it was declared that certain property as 
towhich the great artist died intestate—consisting of 
pictures, &c.—belonged to the defendants in the ad- 
ministration suit in equal fifths, one of such fifths be- 
longing to John Widgery and Mary Ann, his wife, in 
her right, and it was ordered that the pictures, &c., 
should be delivered by the trustees of the National 
Gallery to Jabez Tepper on behalf of the defendants. In 
February, 1858, Jabez Tepper, who was a solicitor, and 
represented the next of kin in the administration suit, 
called the defendants together and offered to give each 
of them £500 for his share in the property. This offer 
was accepted, and the £500 received by Widgery and 
all the other defendants except one. Mrs. Widgery 
outlived her husband. Tepper died in 1572, and a suit 
was instituted by the executors of J. Widgery against 
the representatives of Tepper to have the sale of the 
property to Tepper set aside, on the ground that he had 
concealed from Widgery, at the time of the sale, certain 
information he possessed as to the value of the property. 
A preliminary objection was raised that the property, 
which was a chose in action of Mrs. Widgery, was never 
reduced into possession by her husband; hence that, as 
she survived him, the property belonged to her, and her 
tepresentatives ought to have instituted the suit. 

The position of matters at the time of the sale was, 
therefore, this :—A chose in action of the wife, not yet 
converted into possession [such the Vice-Chancellor held 
to be the effect of the decree: see p. 520], to the posses- 
sion of which Tepper, the husband’s solicitor, is entitled 
on behalf of the husband and wife, is sold for valuable 
consideration by the husband [the presence of the wife 
at the sale, says the Vice-Chancellor, “had no effect 
whatever ’’] to Tepper, and the husband receives the 
fonsideration (see p. 517). These are all the circum- 
stances we can gather from the report. Vice-Chan- 
cellor Malins held that the wife's chuse in action had 
beon reduced into possession, and the Court of Appeal 
affirmed his decision on this point, we believe, without 
discussion. As we are thus deprived of the benefit of 
knowing the grounds on which the decision was affirmed, 
we are driven to examine the judgment of the Vice- 
Chancellor, The following appear to be the reasons 
given by him :— 

(1) “Widgery did all he could to dispuse of the 
things” (p. 524). It would seem that this was exactly 
what Widgery did not do. Ho might have released 
his wife's interest by deed to Tepper; and that, as 
We pointed out last week, would apparently have oper- 
ated as a reduction into possession. Instead of doing 
this, he sold the goods, and received the sale-money. 
(2) But “it was an attempt to make, and [was] 





believed by the Widgerys at the time to be, a complete 
sale out and out of the property. Nothing can be more 
distinct, to my mind, than that the act of selling these 
chattels at that time and receiving the purchase-money 
was a complete parting with all interest in them, and 
therefore a reduction of them into possession as between 
the husband and wife.” Now, on the cases “nothing can 
be more distinct” than that a mere “ attempt to make” 
a sale is not sufficient to operate as-a reduction into 
possession of a chose in action ; and that the most com- 
plete and absolute assignment by the husband is not a 
reduction into possession unless some act is subsequently 
done by the husband or his assignee to reduce the chose 
tn action into possession. The Vice-Chancellor’s state- 
ment, that the mere “ act of selling these chattels and 
receiving the purchase-money”’ was a reduction into 
possession of the choses in action, is not warranted by 
the authorities; there must be some act done by the 
husband, or his assignee, over and above the act of 
selling and receiving the purchase-money. ? 

(3) The Vice-Chancellor subsequently seems to at- 
tempt to supply the omission in the statement quoted 
above. He says (p. 524) that “in consequence. of 
[Widgery’s] act they [the chattels] were handed over to 
Jabez Tepper. I must consider they were in his posses- 
sion in consequence of Mr. Widgery’s act.” 

Why the Vice-Chancellor was compelled to so “ con- 
sider” does not appear from the report of the case or from 
his judgment. Under the order in the administration suit 
it would appear that Tepper was entitled to posses- 
sion of the pictures as trustee for Widgery and his wife 
and others; and it would seem that the National Gallery 
trustees would deliver the pictures to him in this 
capacity. If there was nothing more than this—and 
there is nothing more stated in the report—it would be 
impossible to contend that delivery to Widgery, as a 
trustee for husband and wife, could operate as a re- 
duction by him of the pictures into his own possession. 
If there are no other material facts than those stated 
in the Law Reports, the decision would seem to be 
clearly contrary to the current of authority; and it is 
important to draw attention to the case, ia order that, 
hereafter, incorrect conclusions may not be drawn from 
the Vice-Chancellor’s incautious language. 

From the confidence with which the Court of Appeal 
appears to have affirmed the decision, however, we cannot 
help surmising that there must be some fact not stated in 
the report orthejudgmentof the Vice-Chancellor. Possibly 
Tepper may, in Widgery’s lifetime, have obtained an 
order for payment of Widgery’s fifth to himself, based 
on the sale to him by Widgery ; and if so, the decision, 
though very misleading in expression, would be correct 
in principle. We observe that the learned and care- 
ful editor of the new edition of White and Tudor’s 
Leading Cases seems to put the case on this footing; for 
he states the effect of the decision on this point as being 
that “a sale by a husband for a sum of money of bis 
wife's chattels, which the purchaser takes possession of, 
will amount to a reduction into possession by the hus- 
band.” We do not know whether there are any facts to 
warrant this statement. For our present purpose it is 
sufficient tu warn the profession not to accept the case, 
as reported, as an authority for the proposition that a mere 
sale by the husband of the wife's choses in action will 
amount to a reduction of them into possession. 





On Wednesday Sir G. Bowyer brought in a Bill for the 
establishment of a Court of Appeal in criminal casea. 


Mr. Campbell Foster, Q.C., has been elected Master of 
the Benoh of the Middle ‘Temple, and took his place at the 
benchers’ table in the hall last night (Friday). 

A moot will be held at Gray’s-iun Hall on Tharsday, 
January $1, 1878, at eight p.w., before Joha Rose, Esq., 
preene All the memters of the Iuns of Court are invi ed 
to attend, 





240 


THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL. 


Jan, 26, 1878, 








permeate 


APPEAL FOR COSTS BY TRUSTEE. 
(In re Hoskins’ Trusts, ne R. 779, L. R. 6 Ch. D. 
281. 


Tuts case does not clear up any difficulty which may 
have been felt on the subject to which it relates, though 
the rule laid down appears to be distinct enough in 
terms, The difficulty appears to us one of principle. 
The general law as to appeals for costs is for the pre- 
sent purpose unaltered by the Judicature Act. The 
Act says (section 49) that no order made as to costs 
only, which by law are left to the discretion of the 
court, shall be appealable except by leave. The Rule of 
Court (ord. 55, r. 1) says that the costs of proceedings 
in the High Court are to be in the discretion of the 
court, with a saving as to any right of a trustee, mort- 
gagee, or other person, to costs out of a particular estate 
or fund to which he would be entitled according to the 
rules hitherto acted upon in courts of equity. Two ex- 
amples of the right to costs referred to in the order are 
described by Lord Selborne in Cotterell v. Stratton (21 
W. R. 234, L. R. 8 Ch. 295). He says that the right of 
a mortgagee in a suit for redemption or foreclosure to 
his general costs of suit, unless he has forfeited them 
by some improper defence or other misconduct, is well 
established, and does not. rest upon the exercise of 
“that discretion of the court which in litigious cases is 
generally not subject to review.” The mortgagec’s con- 
tract is that his security shall include the costs properly 
incident to a suit for foreclosure or redemption. Then 
he goes on: “In like manner, the contract between the 
author of a trust and his trustees entitles the trustees, as 
between themselves and their cestuis que trust, to receive 
out of the trust estate all their proper costs incident to 
the execution of the trust. These rights, resting sub- 
stantially upon contract, can only be lost or curtailed by 
such inequitable conduct on the part of a mortgagee or 
trustee as may amount to a violation or culpable neglect 
of his duty under the contract. Any departure from 
these principles in the general course of the administra- 
tion of justice in this court would tend to destroy, or at 
least very materially to shake and impair, the security of 
mortgage transactions and the safety of trustees. In 
fact, such a departure, instead of being beneficial to 
those who may have occasion to borrow money on 
security, or to repose confidence as to property in their 
friends or neighbours, would in the result throw the 
former class of persons into the hands of those who in- 
demnify themselves against extraordinary risks by 
extraordinary exactions, and would deprive the lat- 
ter class of the assistance of all who cannot afford, 
or are not inclined, to bestow upon the affairs 
of other persons their money as well as their 
trouble and time. A decree, therefore, in a redemption 
suit,” his lordship continued, applying the foregoing 
principles to the case before him, “‘ which disallows the 
costs of the mortgagee is of right appealable, and... . 
ean only be supported by proof of special circumstances 
sufficient to justify such a departure from the ordinary 
@ourse of the court,” 

Pari ratione, the refusal to a trustee of his costs of a 
proceeding in relation to the trust fund would, we 
collect, be jnstifiable only on the ground that they ap- 
peared not to be coste properly incident to the execution 
of the trusts. Now, is there any rule that prima facie 
payment of money into court under the Trustee Relief 
Act is otherwise than a proper proceeding on the part of 
trustees? The Act itself, as we all know, indicates 
nothing of the kind. It provides that “all trustees, &c., 
having in their hands any moneys belonging to any 
trust whateoever shall be at liberty” to pay the same 
into court. And although we are familiar with the 
long list of cases in which the courts have laid it down 
that, the fund paid into court being subject to the power 
of the court to order payment of costs by a trustee in 
cases where such costs are uccasioned by his acting as 
@ trustee ought not to act, the trustee will not be allowed 





his costs if there was no reasonable difficulty—yet 
we still think it is the law that a trustee who has exer. 
cised the power given him by the Act is prima facie 
entitled to the costs incident to that step (see Morgan’s 
Chancery Acts and Orders, p. 68). They would appear 
to be on the same footing as other costs incurred by him 
about the trust. 

That being so, how is this view affected by the au. 
thority on which the present case was decided? Taylor 
v. Dowlen (17 W. R. 779, L. R. 4 Ch. 697), was a case in 
which a bill was filed against trustees by their cestuis que 
trust, in consequence of the misconduct of the former, 
and the relief sought was the conveyance of the pro 
to the cestuis que trust, and payment of the costs of suit 
by the trustees. Now, the costs occasioned in such a 
proceeding as that can hardly be regarded as primé 
facie costs properly incurred by trustees in the execu- 
tion of the trusts. We have not the advantage ofa 
atatement of the facts of the case in any of the reports; 
but the nature of the proceeding would seem to have 
been an adverse contest between the parties, instead of 
a committal by the trustees, prima facie in the course of 
their duty, of the execution of the trust to the court, - 
The rule as to costs between ordinary adverse litigants. 
would seem at first sight to be presumably the rule ap. 
plicable in a case like Taylor v. Dowlen; some special 
case would need to be made by the trustees, in order to 
obtain for them any trustees’ privilege in relation to the 
costs of such a suit. That, however, was the case which 
the Lords Justices professed to follow in In re Hoskin's 
Trusts. No distinction such as we have suggested was 
drawn between costs of a proceeding in the course of 
execution of the trusts and costs of a hostile proceeding 
by beneficiaries against trustees ; but Lord Justice James 
laid it down broadly, that a case where a trustee has 
been deprived of costs for impropriety of conduct is no 
exception from the general rule that an appeal for costs 
alone will not lie. ‘‘The present is not a case,” his 
lordship observed, ‘‘ where the appellant is ew debito 
justitie entitled to costs; the costs of a trustee being 
subject to the discretion of the court.” If these last 
words are to be read as general, and mean that a trus- 
tee’s costs are subject to the discretion of the court in 
the same sense as other costs are discretionary, they are, 
we venture to think, not) reconcileable with Lord 
Selborne’s language or with the right of trustees 
assumed by the Rules of Court to exist. If in the par- 
ticular case this primd facie right was overridden in 
consequence of a special case of impropriety of conduct, 
why should the trustees not, on the lines laid down in 
Cotterell y. Stratton, be able to appeal ? 





Rebhtews. 


DAMAGES. 


Mayne on Damaces. By J. D. Mayne, Esq., and Lumier 
Smit, Esq., Barristers-at-law. Third Edition. Stevene 
& Haynes, 1877. 


This edition of what has become a standard work has 
the advantage of appearing under the supervision of 
the original author as well as of Mr. Lumley Smith, the 
editor of the second edition. ‘The result is most satis- 
factory. Mr. Lumley Smith’s edition was ably and con- 
scientiously prepared, and we are glad to find that the 
reader still enjoys the benefit of his accuracy and learn- 
ing. At the same time the book has, doubtless, been 
improved by the reappearance of its author as co-editor, 
The earlier part, indeed, has been to a considerable 
extent entirely rewritten. 

Upon the general principles, according to which 
damages are to be assessed in actions of contract, 
Hadley v, Baxendale (9 Ex. $41) still remains the lead- 
ing authority, and furnishes the text for the discussion 
contained in the second chapter of Mr. Mayne’s book. 











yk. 
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Properly understood and limited, the rule proposed in 
fhat case, although in one respect not very happily 
, is asound one, and has been repeatedly approved 


both in Engiand and America. Damages may, accord- 


ing to the judgment of the Court of Exchequer, be re- 
covered if they are such as “ may fairly and reasonably 
be considered as arising either naturally, 7.¢., according 
to the usual course of things from the breach of contract 
itself, or such as may reasonably be supposed to have 
been in the contemplation of both parties at the time 
they made the contract, as the probable result of the 
preach of it.” There is no difficulty as to the first 
alternative in principle, although sometimes it may not 
be very easy to estimate the amount of damage. But 
fhe second alternative has given rise to much discussion, 
and it may be doubted whether the rule so expressed 
is of much service; for, generally speaking, parties con- 
template the performance and not the violation of their 
contracts. The class of cases which it is intended to 
cover is that in which a contract is made under special 
circumstances, and damages which wovld not arise in 
the usual course of things from a breach do arise from 
those circumstances. If such circumstances are not 
known to the party who breaks the contract, it is clear 
that he is not liable. If they are known, then, accord- 
ing to Hadley v. Baxendale, he would be liable, since 
the resulting damage must be held within his contem- 
ion, and so, in that case, the natural consequence of 
breach. This proposition, however, must now be 
taken with considerable modification, The subsequent 
decisions, which are concisely summarized by Mr. Mayne, 
haye established that mere knowledge of special circum- 
stances is not enough, unless it can be inferred from the 
whole transaction that the contractor consented to 
become liable to the extra damage. This limitation is 
obviously just, especially in the case of persons, such as 
common carriers, who have no option to refuse the 
contract. More knowledge on their part of special cir- 
gumstances ought not, and, according to the dicta of 
the judges in the Exchequer Chamber in Horne v. 
Midland Railway Company (21 W. R. 481, L. R. 8 
€.P. 131), would not involve the carrier in additional 
responsibility. Mr. Mayne’s criticism of the numerous 
cases in which this matter has been considered leaves 
nothing to be desired, and the rules he deduces there- 
from (pp. 32, 33) appear to us to exhaust the subject. 

Mr. Mayne’s remarks on damages in actions of tort 
are brief. We agree with him that in such actions the 
courts are goveraed by far looser principles than in con- 
tracts ; indeed, sometimes it is impossible to say they 
ate governed by any principles at all. In actions for 
injuries to the person or reputation, for example, a judge 
cannot do more than give a general direction to the 
jury to give what the facts proved in their judgment 
tequire. And, according te the better opinion, they may 
give damages “for example’s sake,” and mulct a rich 
man more heavily than a poor one. In actions for 
injuries to property, however, ‘‘ vindictive’? or, ‘‘ ex- 
emplary ’” damages cannot, except in very rare cases, be 
awarded, but must be limited, as in contract, to the 
actual harm sustained. 

The subject of remoteness of damage is treated at 
Considerable length by Mr. Mayne, and we notice that 
Much new matter has been added, Thus the recent 
tase of Riding v. Smith (24 W. R. 487, 1 Ex. D. 91) 
furnishes the author with an opportunity of discussing 
the well-known rule in Ward v. Weeks (7 Bing. 211) 
that injury resulting from the repetition of a slander is 
not actionable. ‘Lhe rule has always seemed to us a 
strange one, if a man is to be made responsible for the 

consequences of his acts, For every one who 

Utters ~ slander may be perfectly certain that it will be 
_ dt is needless to comment upon the arrangement of 
the subjects in this edition, in which no alteration has 
made. The editors modestly express a hope that 

all the English as well as the principal Irish decisions 








up to the date have been included, and we believe from 
our own examination that the hope is well founded. We 
may regret that, warned by the growing bulk of the book, 
the editors have not included any fresh American cases, 
but we feel that the omission was unavoidable. We 
we nr add that the whole work has been thoroughly 
re . 





—— 





General Currespanvence. 


JUDICIAL RESURRECTIONISTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—When a statute is dead and buried ought it not 
to be allowed to rest in peace? Why will learned j udges 
insist on howking up and treating as in force enactments 
which have been long since repealed ? 

In Callander v. Hawkins (26 W. R. 212, L. B.2 
O. P. D, 592), I find 15 & 16 Vict. c. 54, s. 4, referred to 
in the judgment as forming a ground to support it. 
Now, that section was repealed, just ten years pre- 
viously, by 30 & 31 Vict. c. 142, s. 33; and in volume 
11 of the “ Statutes Revised,” which was published at 
the beginning of last year, this section is omitted as re- 
pealed. 

Again, in the judgment in Reg. v. Dunning (19 W. R. 
357, L. R.1 C. C. R. 290) 23 Geo. 2, c. 11, s. 1, is 
learnedly discussed and distinguished from 14 & 15 
Vict. c. 100, s. 20. Now, in fact, 23 Geo. 2, c. 11, had 
been wholly repealed nearly four years previously by the 
Statute Law Revision Act, 1867! I may add that it was 
so repealed (as appears by the Bill) on the ground of 
being virtually repealed or superseded by 14 & 15 Vict. 
c. 100, ss. 19—21. 

It must be admitted that counsel in both these cases 
seem to have been as ignorant as the court of the repeals 
to which I have referred. W. J. A. 





LAND TRANSFER AND THE MIDDLESEX 
REGISTRY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—By way of reply to some of your correspondents, 
will you allow me to forward to you the printed report 
of my speech as chairman of a meeting of the Social 
Science Association, held on the 11th of January, 1872, 
in which my views as to registration are stated more: at 
large. They will see that I do not object to a map or 
to a Landed Estates Court. Josuua WILLIAMS. 

8, Stone-buildings, Lincoln's-inn, Jan. 21. 

[The following are the remarks to which our corre- 
spondent refers :— 

‘‘T think we are much indebted to Mr, Torrens for the 
information he has given us; and I am willing to bear the 
blame for not having stopp:d him at the expiration of the 
usual ten minutes allotted to speakers by the rales of our 
society ; for I think we must all have listened with great 
interest to his account of the South Australian Land Act. 
I have no doubt that, in that country, the system of regis- 
tration of title established works well; but in this country 
the great difficulty isto reconcile the complications of title 
which have long since been introduced, and which now 
exist, with the simplicity and certainty of a register of the 
title to the fee simple. The expense of investigating all 
the titles in this country would be enormous. Consider the 
state of the title to the houses in this immediate neighbour- 
hood, and throughout the West-end of London. Such a thing 
as a house held by the owner immediately to him, his heirs 
and assigns for ever, scarcely exists—the houses are let on 
building leases, for long terms of years. These again are 
frequently sublet, at improved rents, for lesser terms, and 
these again for terms of still shorter duration, creating what 
are called improved ground-rents, The fee simple is gene- 
rally settled, so, not unfrequently, are the improved ground- 
rents, to eay nothing of mortgages and other charges. In 
the colonies matters are quite different, A grant from the 
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_Crown gives a simple and complete title to begin with. 


Land is bought to be sold aga‘n ; the affection of centuries 
for the family mansion and the lands around it does not 
exist. Such a thing as a mortgage of a life interest in 
land, or a jointure rent-charge, secured to a widow for her 
life, is scarcely to be found in colonial practice. Hence a 
sysiem which merely registers dealings with the fee simple, 
registers dealings by far the most frequent; and such a 
registry is consequently successful. But here things are so 
different, that I confess I have been obliged, reluctantly, to 
come round to the opinion that, in this country, registration 
of title alone will not produce the beneficial effects hoped 
for by many persons, whose opinion is entitled to weight 
and consideration. And I believe that the best thing that 
can now be done for landsin England is to establish an 
effectual registration of deeds. The suggestions for the 
improvement of the Middlesex Registry, furnished by my 
friend, Mr. Spencer Follett, to the Land Transfer Commis- 
sioners of 1869, appear to me to be the most valuable con- 
tribution that has been made of late years toward reform in 
registration, I have Mr. Follett’s authority for saying that 
he, too, is in favour of registration of deeds, as distinct from 
registration of title. His plan is to divide the whole county 
into blocks of moderate size, tobe marked and numbered on 
a key plan. Take, for example, the block of houses 
Lounded on the north by Oxford-street, on the south by 
Piccadilly, on the east by Regent-street, and on the west, 
say by Bond-street, or Park-lane ; then make a separate 
index for each block. If any deed extends to property in 
two cor more blocks, let two or more copies of the deed be 
‘ade, and one registered in each block. By printing all 
deeds, and simply registering a copy, no difficulty could 
arise in multiplying copies, and the duties of the registrar 
would become simply ministerial and not judicial. An 
abstract of title, one of the most fertile sources both of ex- 
pense and error, should form no partof the purcbaser’s 
rights. A printed copy is cheaper and sefer, and at least as 
convenient asa written abstract. In addition to this, I would 
have a Landed Estates Court, where heavily encumbered 
estates might be sold, and where those who have confidence 
in their titles might bave them officially investigated and 
registered asindefeasible. But if this be done, I quite agree 
with Mr. Waley, that yrovision should be made by way 
of insurance for persons whose rights may by mistake be 
extinguished. Ifthis were done, and the Middlesex Registry 
were handed over to my friend, Mr. Follett, 1 believe that 
he would be able to make sucha registry as would not only 
put an end to the complaints now made of the Middlesex 
Registry, but also induce landholders throughout the king- 
dom to ask fora similar registry intheir owncounty. It 
must not be forgotten that the good people in Yorkshire 
like their registries, and would be up in arms at any attempt 
to abolish them. I agree with the Land Transfer Commis- 
siqners of 1869 as to the inconvenience occasioned by the 
present registry in Middlesex; but on the point—almost 
the only point on which they were unanimous—namely, 
their recommendation to abolish the Middlesex registry, I 
cannot but respectfully differ from them. Fiat experimen- 
tum in corpore vili. Jf the Middlesex registry te a 
nuisance, here, as it seems to me, is just the opportunity for 
irying a better plan,’’] 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,—I have hesitated before troubling you with any 
remarks on a subject so hackneyed as the registration of 
titles to land; but as it is one of no small importance, it 
inay not be out of place to approach it from the point 
of view of a country solicitor accustomed to carry into 
effect all kinds of dealings with landed estates, both of 
large and small value. 

To any such echeme as that embodied in the Acts in- 
troduced and carried by the late Lord Westbury, and by 
the present Lord Chancellor, a very large majority of 
practising solicitors have always been strenuously 
opposed, as any such scheme would greatly increase the 
cost and difficulty of dealing with land. 

On the other hand, it is very commonly admitted 
that some system of registration is required to afford 
protection against fraud, but any such system ehou!d be 
one that will not cause expense, delay, or difficulty in 
dealing with property, nor give publicity to such trans- 
actions as mortgages and settlements. 





Your correspondents on this matter are pro! 
hardly aware of the use which is made by conveyancerg 
in the country of the maps and schedules annexed to 
the tithe apportionment award for England and Wales, 
Many of these maps are on ascale of three chains to an 
inch, and shew every piece of land in each parish with 
sufficient clearness for all practical purposes, and q 
corresponding number in the schedule or terrier to the 
award shows at a glance the acreage and the name of 
the reputed owner and tenant at the date of the award, 
A copy of every such award, with the schedule and map, 
is deposited at the office of the tithe commissioners jn 
St. James’s-square, and extracts can be had at a very 
reasonable rate,°and a copy of the award of every 
parish in the diocese is deposited at each diocesan 
registry. 

I believe these maps, supplemented where necessary by 
fresh eurveys, might be made the basis of a very simple 
system of registration; and if it be said that the maps 
would only be suited to agricultural counties, still the 
experiment might be tried in some county or counties in 
the first instance, and the plan might easily be adapted 
to landed property of all kinds. 

The plan I would suggest would be that copies of the 
tithe maps, or, if desired, new maps of each parish in 
the county with a terrier, or reference, should be de- 
posited in each county town, or in some suitable place 
within a district to be determined on, and that opposite 
to each piece of land should be placed the name of the 
owner or reputed owner; the name of the owner in the 
first instance being ascertained by inquiry from the 
actual occupier; and, as soon as the maps are complete, 
that an advertisement should be inserted in the local 
papers addressed to all landowners within the county 
inviting them to inspect the maps of the parish in which 
their property lies, and ascertain that they are duly 
entered as the owners of their property. Proper regu- 
lations migkt be made for ascertaining the true owners 
where there is a dispute, but my suggestion would be 
to name in the schedule as owners only the persons in 
actual receipt of the rents, leaving reversioners, incum- 
brancers, and others, to the protection mentioned 
below. 

The officer in charge of these maps should keepa 
register for each parish (one book might serve for 
several parishes, only let the register of each parish be 


.kept apart), in which he would, on proper authority, 


enter caveats against the name of the owner, referring to 
the particular estate. Thus, if John Jones appears on 
the register as owner of Whiteacre, Blackacre, and 
Greenacre, in the parish of A., comprising—say, fields 
numbered respectively from 1 to 100, 101 to 200, and 
201 to 300, and he settle Whiteacre on his marriage 
and mortgage Greenacre, a caveat would be entered in 
the register of the parish of A., thus:— 





Caveat on behalf of C, 
and D. (the Trustees 


Names of Proprietor. Names of Fie'ds, 
ie of the Settlement). 


John Jones. 





Jchn Jones, 201—300. | B,E. (the Mortgagee). 











To the map and schedule access should be given, as 4 
matter of course, on payment of a small fee, but the 
register should never be produced, the registrar, howe 
ever, being bound to give a certificate to every landowner 
whose name appeared on the schedule to the map 
(whom I would refer to as the registered owner), that 
up to a certain day no caveat was entered against 
lands numbered —— on the map, or that a caveat was 
entered in the names of A. and B., but no other, as the 
case might be; but no such information should be given 
except to the registered owner or some person authorized 
by him in writing to demand it. 

On a sale of an estate the name of the vendor might 
be removed from the schedule, and the name of 
purchaser substituted; but on a mortgage, settlement, 
or other dealing with property which did not affect the 
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——— 
right to possession or receipt of rents, a caveat only 
would be entered. 

I would suggest that no alteration be made in the list 
of registered proprietors, nor any entry in the register 
of caveats, without an authority signed by the registered 
owner and attested by a solicitor, except by decree or 
order of a court, save that any registered cautioner 
might give authority for a charge on or assignment of 
his incumbrance to be noticed in the register, which 
would run thus :— 





Name of Proprietor. | Name of Fields. ‘Caveat on behalf of 





—_—— 


201—300 


B. E. 
John Jones. Sub-caveat on Geete 


of B. E, by D 








Some provision would be required for substituting the 
name of an heir or devisee on the death of the ancestor 
or testator ; but, except in such a case, I see no reason 
why any alteration should be made in the register of 
owners or cautioners, except by the authority in writing 
of the owner or by decree of a court. On the execution 
of any instrument which conferred on trustees or in- 
cumbrancers powers of sale (such as an ordinary mort- 
gage with a power of sale), an authority might be given 
to the mortgagees or trustees to enter upon the occasion 
of any future sale their own names or the name of any 
nominee on the register as absolnte owner. Such autho- 
rity might be mentioned in the register of incumbrances 
only, and might, 7/ so mentioned, override any subse- 
quently registered authority. 

Ineed hardly add that I have only attempted to 
sketch the outlines of a scheme for registration, and not 
only do its details remain to be filled in, but the plan 
itself might be improved and modified. It could easily 
be arranged that duplicate maps and schedules, and a 
duplicate of the registers should be kept in London, as 
duplicate registers are kept in the Probate Division. All 
tliat I have aimed at securing is privacy, simplicity, and 
inexpensiveness. The former would, I think, be secured 
by making the map and terrier perfectly open, the 
register only being never produced, but certificates by 
the registrar being made evidence; and the fact that a 
simple authority to enter a caveat affecting particular 
lands by their number on the map was the only mode of 
registering trusts or incumbrances, would ensure simpli- 
city.. I do not, as you will have seen, propose to alter 
the present mode of conveyancing. I confine myself to 
suggesting an easy method of warning all persons deal- 
ing with landed property of incumbrances or trusts 
affecting particular lands,“and respect for your space has 
obliged me to study brevity at the cost, I fear, of clear- 
ness. H. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Amongst the different suggestions for some 
remedial measure, which the Dimsdale frauds have 
elicited, that of a deed registry in every county of 
England and Wales seems to me the most feasible and 
practical which has yet been brought forward. 

The following conclusions arise :— 

1. It is unquestionable that the number of deeds 
subject to registration in each county would over and 
above meet the expense of such a registry there, making 
each public office of this nature self-supporting. 

2. The area of each county being limited, there would 
be afforded convenience and protection to residents in 
particular districts, whilst titles within specified 

‘boundaries could, with a proper index, be easily classified 
and traced. I should like, I must own, to see tha sub- 
ject further veutilated, with a view to test the utility of 
the proposed arrangement, ENQuIReR. 

London, Jan, 22, 


STAMP ON APPOINTMENTS OF NEW 
TRUSTEES. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I fully sympathize with the letter in your im- 
pression of this day’s date signed ‘‘ Conveyancer,” and 
appreciate the value of your suggestion that the Incor=- 
porated Law Society should endeavour to obtain an Act 
for the remission of penalties incutred in the very 
numerous cases in which appointments of new trustees 
have been stamped with one 10s. stamp only. Will you, 
however, allow me to inquire through your columns 
what solicitors ought to do as to deeds already so 
stamped ? 

Your correspondent very sensibly suggests that at pre- 
sent it would seem that some appointments might re- 
quire three or more stamps, say, one for the appoint- 
ment itself, a second for a conveyance of realty, and a 
third for a declaration of trust, and it seems to me that 
it might be pushed still further if there were also an as- 
signment of leaseholds, and a fourth stamp might then 
be required. Surely, sir, there should be no doubt on 
such a matter, and I venture to suggest that an Act, if 
obtained, should state clearly that ia all past and future 
appointments of new trustees one 10s. stamp only shalk 
be necessary, notwithstanding that any trust property 
be thereby vested in the persons who will thenceforward 
be the trustees thereof, and whether or not they do 
thereby declare the trusts of such property. 


Jan. 19. T. G8. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 
Sir,—Permit me to say, that while I agree with your- 
self and your correspondent, ‘‘ Conyeyancer,” that many 
subsisting instruments of the dual character named may 
be wanting the second stamp, I venture to suggest that 
tke provisions of the Act upon the point are not so ob- 
scure as suggested, when (that is) such a careful colla- 
tion and study be given the Act as a whole, which as a 
consolidating Act, and one in the construction of which 
high skill, learning, and practical knowledge were, as I 
think, conspicuously displayed, it is fair and proper to 
give it. Although I admit that, with some whose 
opinions should command respect, the equify element in 
the Act itself and the equity spirit in the official ad- 
ministering and construction of it, has been somewhat 
in excess in the sense of over-refined and subtle views 
and rulings. 

I will presently refer to the Act itself, upon the clear- 
ness or otherwise of the charge of the two duties; but 
first I may observe, that the charge of two duties has been 
known to or accepted by not a few practitioners from an 
early period of the passing of the Act; that you yourself 
refer to the note in Mr. Gaulten C, Griffiths’ Manual, which 
appeared immediately succeeding the Act’s coming into 
operation, and that the Inland Revenue from the first 
and the Chancery offices soon after (the latter with vest- 
ing orders, operating to effect an appointment and the 
vesting of the trust property) have required the two 
duties to be paid. 

The cases which section 8 of the present Act (33 & 34 
Vict. c. 97), is intended to provide for were under former 
Acts deemed the most embarrassing, and while fewer 
doubtful cases of the kind now arise than formerly, they 
are now and then sufficiently perplexing. Iam referring 
to those cases not expressly provided for, but I now pro- 
pose to show that the instrument of appointment and 
conveyance és expressly provided for. 

Of the four divisions of the Act—(1) introductory 
clauses; (2) general zegulation; (3) special regulations ; 
and (4) schedule—I believe the framers of the Act, and 
those officially having to apply it, would assent to the 
proposition, broadly put, that in applying the Act asa 
whole these several parts have to be reversed—t.e., that 
the schedule is primary and the regulations interpreta- 








tive thereof, the latter sometimes extending and some- 
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times restricting the operation of the schedule. In other 
words, the schedule contains specific charges of duty, 
and these are payable in all cases unless otherwise pro- 
vided for by the regulations. And so in the schedule 
we find the two distinct heads of charge, “ appoint- 
ment of a new trustee,” and “ conveyance and transfer.” 
The latter head in the schedule is specific (there being 
several kinds named), but in section 78, asin the other 
parts of the regulations, “ conveyance, and transfer,” is 
(inter alia) generic, and the (restrictive) operation of 
section 78 may be thus explained. Ifa conveyance or 
transfer, whether by a separate instrument, or contained 
in an instrument relating to other matters, be of (1) a 
security—bond or mortgage—or (2) debenture stock, 
the duty would be ad valorem (respectively 6d. and 
2a. 6d. percent.) on the amount of themoney or stock trans- 
ferred ad infinitum. But in the case of the conveyance 
or transfer of either of the above to effect an appoint- 
ment of a new trustee,* section 78 intervenes to stop 
the operation of the schedule to such conveyances and 
transfers, when (but not till then) the respective duties 
arrive at 10s. ‘'‘o put it in another way, section 78 
provides that a conveyance and transfer made to effect 
(&c.) shall not be chargeable with higher duty than 10s. ; 
but if such conveyance and transfer, if made to effect 
another purpose, would require a less duty than 10s., 
then such less duty only shall be payable when to effect 
an appointment. Section 78, too, has this other mean- 
ing and application : it being framed expressly to meet 
the case of conveyances and transfers for effecting an 
appointment, and naming them, in effect declares that 
such instruments when so made are necessarily charge- 
able under their own specific head. 

In the report before me of Hadgett’s case, the Lord 

Chief Baron, while deciding for payment of the two 
duties, nevertheless is reported to have said, ‘‘ The only 
part of the statute which seems to operate against this 
view (i.¢., that there were two distinct matters in the 
instrument) is the proviso contained in section 78. But 
I think that this proviso does not apply, for this con- 
veyance is not made merely for effectuating the appoint- 
ment of the new trustees”; as to which remarks, with 
all proper deference, I would observe that I have, 
perhaps, shown that section 78 does, and most 
expressly does, apply, and so does not operate against 
the view taken by the court; and, further, the convey- 
ance (a vesting order) contained in the instrument be- 
fore the court was exclusively, I believe, for effectuating 
the new appointment. 
. I have, more than once above, referred to official views 
and rulings, but it has to be borne in mind that, by the 
provisions of the Stamp Act (section 19), official views 
have to be stated in the cases to be decided by the 
Exchequer Division, and it is but fair to the chiefs now 
in office to say that in most of the cases arising since the 
passing (in 1870) of the present (principal) Act, their 
views and rulings have been upheld by the court, 

Your correspondent “ Conveyancer”’ suggests that in- 
struments of appointment containing a declaration of 
trust of any stock, &c., separately transferred, possibly 
may require a second stamp in respect of such de- 
claration of trust. Not only has this point arisen in 
practice, but likewise whether a release to retiring 
trustees does not attract the separate stamp; as to which 
two points I may say that I long since tested the views 
of the Inland Revenue authorities upon them, and am 
able to say that, in their opinion, neither the declaration 
of trust nor the release attracts a separate stamp. That 
this opinion is correct as to the release there cannot, I 
think, be any doubt, because there is no specific charge 
of duty in the schedule to the Act under release other 
than a release by way of conveyance, and the release (by 
way of indemnity) to a trustee is, one would suggest, 





* A similar provision is made in the Act for payment of 10s. 
duty as a maximum on the like transfer for effecting a settle- 
ment (vide section 126), these two cases being the only cases 
expressly provided for by the Act, as I think. 
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matter purely incidental to the appointment of a suc. 
ceeding trustee. But as to the declaration of trust I am 
opposed—not without some diffidence—to official views ; 
and upon these grounds, that (1) in the schedule of the 
Act there is this specific charge :— _ 
“Declaration of any use or trust of, or 
concerning any property by any writing not 
being a deed or will, or an instrument 
chargeable with ad valorem duty as a settle- 
ment.* ‘ ° . x . - £0 10s. 04.” 


and (2) that with the declaration of trust and the trans. 
fer (at the Bank, when it is Government stock) of the 


stocks, combined, virtually there is the same thing - 


as a conveyance and transfer in an ordinary instrument 
of appointment. When the stock is in a railway or 
other company a separate transfer and separate stamp 
become necessary and in such case there ought 
not, of course, to be a (third) stamp payable upon 
the declaration of trust, and this last case might have 
been provided for. 

Not requiring the second stamp for the declaration of 
trust is an instance, perhaps, of the—occasionally— 
broad and liberal views ,of those at present having to 
administer the stamp law. It may startle some to read 
this—that untrammelled views do sometimes prevail at 
the stamp office. Nevertheless, I have not unfrequently 
had experience of it, and of a ready courtesy to meet 
one in either written or personal communications, and to 
give a patient hearing to one’s arguments; and in say. 
ing this much, I would add that I hold no brief for the 
office—am quite outside it—and am referring only to the 
seniors in office, not to the “lower division,” as to 
whom, and the treatment practitioners and the public 
too often receive at their ‘hands, complaints have re- 
cently been rife in your columns and the columns of 
your contemporaries, although amongst the members of 
this lower division (of the stamp department) persons 
who have known the office for the last twenty years and 
more will know of one (at least) conspicuous exception— 
of a gentleman who is always pleasantly ready to assist 
those going to him out of his long experience and sound 
judgment. Vuritas. 





A WARNING. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—I am desirous of warning the profession, through 
the medium of your columns, against a man who ap- 
parently makes it his business to go about soliciting 
pecuniary assistance from members of the profession and 
others, 

His modus operandi seems to be to obtain an inter- 
view with his intended victim, when he proceeds to dis- 
course with considerable fluency on the affairs of the 
profession generally, of which he seems to havea con- 
siderable knowledge; and thence he will gradually lead 
the conversation to the subject of himself and his 
affairs, and will inform his intended victim that he is un- 
able to live in London (where he could obtain employ- 
ment without the slightest difficulty) on account of his 
health, and is just on the point of obtaining a managing 
clerkship in the country. He then modestly asks for 4 
loan of £4 or £5 which is to be paid, of course, out of 
his first quarter’s salary. . 


* Marking these latter words— or an instrument chargeable 
with ad valorem duty as a settlement,’’ it may escape some 
practitioners that an instrument of ‘‘ Appointment of new 
trustees,’ so celled, occasionally, is chargeable with settle- 
ment ad valorem duty thus:—The appointment is of the new 
trustees under an instrument of settlement. In thelatter there 
is @ covenant for settlement of the lady’s after-acquired prop- 
perty. Before the making of the instrument of aprons. 
the lady has become possessed of (say) £1,000 consols. B. 
so-called instrument of appointment of new trustees this latter 
circumstance is recited, and it is declared that the trustees 
hold the £1,000 consols upon the trusts of the original settle- 
ment. This instrument (of new appointment) would require 
10s., and also settlement ad valorem on the value of the £1,000 
consols, 
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In my case I was not foolish enough to comply with 


his request, but I did give him a small sum, and on my 
telling my partner, who was away at the time, of the 
qisitor who had calied in his absence, he recognized the 
man at once from my description, and produced an 
{0 U of his, of some three years’ standing, for £5. I 
hhave since ascertained that other members of the pro- 
fession hold the man’s valuable acknowledgments of 
debt. He is a tall man, standing quite 6ft. 2in., 
nd has a very dark complexion, with a tongue which, 
for volubility, would, I am sure, be a considerable source 
of profit to him were he to abandon the law for the 
honourable occupation of a ‘‘ Cheap Jack,” 


Jan. 22. A Victim. 








New Orvers, Ete. 


- LEAVE TO ISSUE WRIT FOR SERVICE 
OUT OF THE JURISDICTION. 


The following directions relate to applications at the 
chambers of the chancery judges for leave to issue writs 
for service out of the jurisdiction. They are understood to 
have been adopted by all the judges of the Chancery 
Division. 

Directions as to Applications for Leave to Issue Writs. 
: 1, No summons shall be issued. 

2. The unsealed writ shall be left at the judge’s 
chambers with (if an affidavit is necessary) an office copy 
of the affidavit. 

_ 8, The judge’s leave to issue the writ shall be given by 
order put on the writ thus :— 

January 1, 1878. 

Let this Writ be issued. 
A. B. 

pe) Chief Clerk. 
{Here will be inserted any necessary directions as to 
. service. | 
‘and a copy of such order shall be written on the copy 
rit filed with the record and writ clerks. 

4, An affidavit (where an affidavit is necessary) shall 
be thus intituled :— 

In the matter of the Judicature Acts of 1873 and 
1875. 

Tn the matter of an intended action between A. B., 
plaintiffs, and C. D., and others, defendants. 





Cases of the (Weck. 


Company—WINDING-uUP—SERVICE OF PETITION—Com- 
PANIES Act, 1862—GernzRAL Orber or November, 1862, 
a. 3—Soriciror—Costs.—A question arose before the 
Court of Appeal on the 21st inst., in a case of In re The 
Regent United Service Stores, whether a sufficient service of 
& winding-up petition had been effected upon the com- 
ed under the following circumstances. Rule 3 of 

ovember, 1862, provides that every winding-up petition 
“shall, unless presented by the company, be. served at 
the registered office, if any, of the company. . 
apon any member, officer, or servant of the company 
there.” In this case the day after the petition had 
been presented, a meeting was held at the office 
of one of the directors, at which all the directors 





--0f the company and the secretary were present. The 


petitioner's solicitor and the solicitor for a mortgagee of 
the company were also present. The directors then re- 
solved that the company’s secretary should be appointed 
Provisional liquidator under the petition, and the mort- 
Sagee’s solicitor was instructed to take such steps as might 
be necessary having regard to the preceding resolution. 
At this time the company’s ordinary solicitor was absent 
in America, The petition was served on the mortgagee’s 


_ solicitor, but not at the registered office of the company, 
a3 he undertook to appear on behalf of the company. At 


hearing, counsel, instructed by the company’s ordinary 


solicitor professedly on behalf of the company, appeared 
and objected that the petition had not been properly served 
on the company in compliance with r.3. Malins, V.C., 
overruled the objection, and his decision was affirmed by 
the Court of Appeal (James, Baggallay, and Thesiger, 
L,JJ.). They said that the provisions of r. 3 (which, 
indeed, was not part of the Act, and had not the force of a 
statutory provision) were only directory, there being no 
negative words rendering the subsequent proceedings 
invalid if the service was not effected in the mode pre- 
scribed. The provisions of the rule might, therefore, be 
dispensed with by the court, and might be waived by the 
company; and, ia the present case, it was clear that the 
petition had been brought to the knowledge of all the 
proper persons, and consequently there was no sub- 
stance in the objection. And their lordships, in dismissing 
the appeal, ordered the solicitor who had presented it in 
the name of the company to pay the costs personally. 





Compantes Act, 1862, s. 165—MuIsaprLicaTion oF 
Company’s Moner sy Drirecror—‘‘ Promotion Money’ 
—Orper FOR RepayMeNtT.—In a case of In re the 
Englefield Colliery Company, heard by the Court of Appeal 
on the 23rd inst., a question arose as to the power of the 
court, under section 165 of the Companies Act, 1862, to 
order directors of a company in liquidation to refund money 
which th-y had ory to a promoter for preliminary expenses. 
The promoter had entered into an agreement with the 
owner of the property, to purchase which the company was 
formed ; that he should sell the property to the company for 
a certain sum in cash and fully paid up shares, and that the 
preliminary expenses of launching the company should be 
aes out of the profit arising from the sale, the surplus profit 

eing divided equally between the vendor and the promoter. 

The promoter induced some gentlemen to conseat to become 
directors of the company on the terms that he would find 
the money to pay for the shares necessary to qualify them. 
The articles of association of the company authorized and 
empowered the directors to pay out of the capital of the 
company “all printing, legal, and other expenses whatever 
incurred in the formatiun of the company.” The day before 
the company was registered, the persons who had agreed to 
become directors met together, and entered into an agree- 
ment with the promoter to pay him out of the assets of the 
company, a sum of £3,500 upon allotment of the shares for 
hisriskandoutlay inthe matter aspreliminary expenses. But, 
in the event of their being no allotment, the promoter under- 
took to defray all the expenses in connection with the for- 
mation of the company, and to hold the directors harmless 
in respect of the same. After the allotment of shares in 
the company, the £3,500 was paid to the promoter, and he, 
in accordance with his agreement, paid to the directors 
the sums necessary to pay for their shares, which 
amounted to £2,000. No details of or vouchers for the 
preliminary expenses were produced by him to the di- 
rectors. In the subsequent liquidation of the company it 
was sought to compel the directors to refund the £3,000 as 
money of the company which they had improperly 
applied, and Malins, V.C., declared them jointly and 
severally liable to refund it. This decision was affirmed 
by the Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., and Baggallay and 
Tnesiger, L.JJ.). They said that it was the duty of the 
directors, before exercising the discretionary power of pay- 
ing preliminary expenses which was given them by the 
articles, to have required full details to be farnished, and 
they ought, further, to have inquired whether the pro- 
moter was in any other way deriving a profit out of the 
formation of the company. The practical result of what 
they did was, that the preliminary expenses were paid 
twice. But they bad placed themselves in such a position 
towards the promoter, they had so bound themselves to 
him hand and foot, that practically they could not make 
the proper inquiries, and could not fairly and honestly 
exercise their discretionary power. They had not, indeed, 
been guilty of dny fraud, and there was no reason to sup- 
pose that they thought they were doing anything wrong. 
But section 165 applied to an innocent misapplication of 
the company’s money, and, as Thesiger, L.J., said, it was 
only necessary to show that the directors had applied the 
money of the company toa purpose to which it ought not 
to have been applied, and that this had been done without 
the exercise of due care and caution on their part. 
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Company—WINDING-uP Perition—DEMURRABLE Peri- 
Tron—Costs OF CREDITORS AND SHAREHOLDERS OPPOSING 
WHEN PerTiTION DISMISSED.—Two petitions for the wind- 
iog-up of the Diamond Fuel Company (Limited), and the 
Monclithic Fireproof and Sanitary Construction Company 
(Limited), respectively, were dismissed, with costs, by the 
Master of the Rolls on the 19th inst., as being demurrable. 
They were both by fully paid up shareholders, and both 
showed on the face of the petitions themselves the in- 
solvency of the company. In one there was an allegation 
that the petitioner “ claimed with other shareholders to be 
a creditor of the company for the sum of £100 for services 
renderrd”; but the Master of the Rolls considered the 
statement far too vague to act upon so as to make it a 
creditors’ petition. There must be some misunderstanding 
on this subject, as the rule has been laid down that a share- 
holder is only entitled to a winding-up if there be a surplus 
of assets. The principle, as the Master of the Rolls said, is 
correctly stated by L’rd Romilly in In re Lancashire Brick 
Tile Company (13 W. R. 569, 34 Beav. 330). Moreover, as 
the Master of the Rolls poioted out in the above cases, the 
shareholder did not allege that he had the support of any 
one else; and his lordship referred to Lord Justice Mellish’s 
judgment in Irrigation Company of France (L. R. 6 Ch. 
176). Animpcrtant point of practice arose in the first case 
whether, on the di+missal of the petition, creditors and share- 
holders opposing, were entitled to their costs. His lordship, 
after referring to In re New Gas Company (25 W. R. 
645, L. R. 5 Ch. D. 703), directed the creditors and share- 
holders opposing each to have one set of costa. 


PracticE—Ciarmm FoR ALTERNATIVE INCONSISTENT RE. 
LieF—Procepure—Costs—In a case of Child v. Stenning, 
decided by Fry, J., on the 23rd inst., the action was brought 
against two defendants, Stenning and Wagner. Wagner 
had demised to the plaintiff and to Stenning two adjoining 
pieces of land, the demise to Stenuing being prior in time. 
Stenning claimed a right of way over the land demised to 
the plaintiff, but the demise to the plaintiff contained no 
reservation of such aright. The plaintiff songht to re- 
strain Stenning from trespassing on his land, or, in the 
_alternative, if it should prove that Wagner had granted to 
Stenning the right of way which he claimed, damages 
against Wagner, under bis covenant with the plaintiff for 
quiet enjoyment. After the plaintiff's case against Stenning 
had been opened, the counsel for Wagner contended that 
the plaintiff must elect whether he would claim relief 
against Sterning or against Wagner. Fry, J., held that 
the plaintiff was entitled to have the case against Stenning 
decided before opening his case against Wagner. His 
lordebip then decided on the evidence that Steoning was 
entitled to the right of way, and dismissed the action as 
against him, without costs. The case against Wagner was 
then heard, and his lordship gave the plaint:ff £400 
dameges for breach of the covenant for quiet erjoyment. 
But he beld that Wagner could not be ordered to pay the 
costs of the unsuccessful action against Steaning. 


Lanpiorp anp Tenant—Waste—Prover Use or Dz- 
MisED Premises—Proviso For Cessen OR ABATEMENT OF 
Rent—“ Ixevirapce Accipent’’—Covenant BY LANp- 
Lozp TO Rerarn—Impiiep Licence to Enrer.—In a case 
of Ganer v Bilton, decided by Fry, J., on the 22nd inst., 
the action was brought by the landlord sgainst his tenant 
to restrain the latter from committing waste by using the 
demired premises in an unreasonable and improper way 60 
a8 to injore their structure, and for damages. The premises 
in question were werchouses recently constructed by the 
pleintiff, the defendant being the first tenant, and it was 
alleged that the defendant bad stored grain in them in excess 
of what was reasonable and proper, having regard to the 
strength of the buildings and the nature of the ground on 
which they stood, the result being that the stability of the 
buildings had been seriously affected, and the plaintiff had 
been compelled to expend several thousand pounds io 
repairs, which would have been unnecessary if the buildiags 
had been used by the defendant in a reasonable and proper 
manser. Asa matter of fact, the foundations and external 
walls of the buildings had given way soon after the defend- 
ant had entered into cccupation of them, and the plaintiff 
had leid out a large sum io repsiring them. ‘lho defendant 
alleged that he bai alweys used the warehouses in a reason- 





= 

able and proper manner, and that the injury was due to 
their faulty construction. The premises were let to the 
defendant at a yearly rent of £1,400. The lease contained’ 
a proviso that, in case the buildings or any part thereof 
should at any time during the term be destroyed or damaged 
by “fire, flood, storm, tempest, or other inevitable acci- 
dent,’’ then the yearly rent, or a i proportion thereof, 
according to the amount of injury, should cease or abate go. 
long as the premises should continue wholly or partly un- 
tenantable or unfit for use and occupation in consequence of 
such destruction or damage. There was a covenant by the 
lessor for quiet enjoyment by the lessee, and a further 
covenant that the lessor would from time to time and at al? 
times during the term keep the main walls and main 
timbers of the buildings in good repair and condition, 
Upon the evidence, Fry, J., held that the plaintiff had 
not discharged the onus which lay upon him of proving that 
the injury to the premises had resulted from any acts of 
the defendant. On the contrary, the evidence rendered jt 
much more probable that the injury was due to the 
originally faulty construction of the buildings. His lord- 
ship, however, said that, if necessary, he was prepared to 
hold that an injury to, or the destruction of, demised 
premises in consequence of their use by the tenant 
for the purpose for which they were intended and 
for which they were let would not be waste. For 
instance, if a house was let for the purpose of resi- 
dence, if the floors were so rotten that when the furniture 
was placed upon them it fell through, that would not be 
waste on the part of the tenant. It was not necessary, 
however, to decide this point in the present case, inasmuch 
the lessor had expressly covenanted to repair the main 
atruéture of the building. The plaintiff's claim was accord- 
ingly dismissed. There was a counter-claim by the de- 
fengant, by which he claimed an abatement of the rent for 
the period during which the warchouse was rendered parily 
unfit for occupation, by the injury which it bad gus- 
tained. The defendant also claimed damages on the 
ground of the plaintiff’s entry to effect the repairs, the 
performance of which it was alleged had occupied an 
unreasonable time. With regard to the abatement of rent, 
it was contended that, inasmuch a3 the injury which had 
rendered the buildings unfit for occupation, had resulted 
from a cause over which the defendant had no control, it 
had, within the meaning of the provision for the abate- 
ment of rent, resulted from an ‘‘ inevitable accident,” so 
far as the defendant was concerned, and therefore that he 
was entitled to an abatement. Fry, J., however, held that 
the words “inevitable accident”’ in the proviso pointed 
to something ejusdem generis with that which had gone 
before—* fire, flood, storm or tempest’’—and did not 
apply to anything arising from the acts or defaults of the 
contracting parties, or to the natural result of any existing 
causes which were known or might have been known to the 
contracting parties. The words did not apply to that which 
frown its nature was evitable, even though it might not have 
been avoidable by the acta of one of the parties. With regard 
to the other claim for damages, his lordship held upou the 
evidence that the execution of the repairs had not occupied 
an unreasonable time, and he eaid that, the lease con- 
taining a covenant by the lessor to repair, thero was an 
implied licence by the lessee that he should enter oo 
the premises, and occupy them, for a reasonable time, for 
the purpose of executing the repairs which he had 
covenanted todo. There was, therefore, no breach of the 
lessor’s covenant for quiet enjoyment, and the defendant 
was not entitled to any damages. And, with regard to the 
construction of the lessor’s coveuant to repair, bis lordship 
said that it imposed on him an obligation to put the 
penton in such a state of repair as they ought to be in, 
aving regard to the class of property to which they be- 


longed, and it was not limited by the state in whieh the 
partioular property was at the tine when the covenant wae 
entered into. Otherwise a covenant to keep in good repair 
might practically mean to keep in bad repair. Sach 
construction would be contrary to common senso as well 
as to authority, 


PRactice—ABATEMeNT—BANnknurprey or Soe PLAINTIFF 
—NON-APPEARANCE OF PLAINtivy OR Trustee at TRIAL— 
Onp, 36, 8. 19; ond, 60, . 1,——In our note of the case of 
Eldridge ¥. Burgess (ante, p. 225), ®% was stated that “ the 
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id not intend to prosecute it, and the trustee exe- 
ated a disclaimer.’’ There was, however, no evidence of 


| these facte before the court and the statement ought, 


therefore, to have been omitted. 








THE LATE MR. W. L. HARLE, OF NEW- 
CASTLE, 


Many of our readers will hear with regret of the death of 
this well-known member of the profession. Mr. Harle 
died at Newcastle-on-Tyne on ‘the 18th inst. His bealth 
had been failing for some little time, and at his last appear- 
ance in the town council it was observed that he was 
suffering from a severe cold, which subsequently developed 
into bronchitis and proved fatal. Mr. Harle served his 
articles with the late Mr. John Adamson, of Newcastle-on- 
Jyne ; was admitted a solicitor in 1833, and had ever since 
ee at Newcastle. He was for some time in partner- 
p with Mr. John Alderton Bush and Mr. Arthur 
Gaskell, and he had a London office at 20, Southampton- 
puildiogs, where he carried on business as a parliamentary 
t. He had been for many years deputy-recorder of the 
porough of Newcastle, and clerk to the county magistrates 
at Gateshead, and to the visitors of the Newcastle Lunatic 
lam. He had a large private practice, and was 
citor to the Newcastle Commercial Bank, the New- 
and Northern Counties Freehold Land Society, 

‘and to other important local bodies, It is, however, asa 
member of the municipal body at Newcastle, and as an 
active politician, that Mr. Harle was best known. As to 
this the Neweastle Daily Journal says: “Two schemes 
which he warmly supported in recent years were 
Public Parks and a Free Library, and to him in no 
gmall measure was owing the erection of the police buildings 
in Pilgrim-street. With many matters of public import- 
ancehis name will long be associated, and by his death a 
blank is made in the council that cannot be supplied. In 
the council chamber Mr. Harle was a favourite. Even 
those who now and again felt the power of his sarcasm 
found it easy to forgive a man who did not employ his wit 
MInaliciously, and could himself bear a severe attack with 
perfect complacency. In social circles Mr. Harle was ever 
welcome as a charming conversationalist ; at festive gather- 
ings he wasa most felicitous speaker; in the council he 
was ready in debate, and quick in retort and repartee ; and 
if his speeches, often marked by happy wit and sometimes 
humour, were occasionally rather too vigorous, he could 
be graceful when he chose, and was almost always effective. 
He was a man, too, of extensive and by no means superficial 
knowledge. That he had roamed widely in the field of Eng- 
lish literature was evident, not only from the general tone of 
his utterances, but from the apt quotation and happy il!ustra- 
tion which frequently gave «classic character to his speeches. 
Possessing the pen of aready writer, and with rare literary 
instinct and faculties, he might easily have risen above 
mediocrity as a man of letters. As it was, however, he 
did write a book which attracted attention far beyond this 
locality. His “ Career inthe Commons” is a work which 
Was highly praised at the time of its publication, and it 
my still be read with pleasure. Mr. Harle was, from an 
early period of his life, an ardent politician, and no one con- 
nected with politics more deserved to be credited with consis- 
tency. He was a thorough Liberal, and adhered with un- 
swerving faith and immovable conviction to the principles 
of his party. Few politicians in this district took a deeper 
interest in political affairs than Mr. Harle, and his enthu- 
siasm and energy at election times were valuable to the 
fause he espoused. He was longa friend and staunch sup- 
rof Sir Wm. Hutt, the late Member of Parliament 
Gateshead, and he continued his exertions in the Liberal 
interest on behalf of that borough after that gentleman's 
‘Rtrement. From his youth, when he taught in the Sunday- 
®hool of St. Anne's, Mr. Harle was a devoted Churchman. 
Not a little of his public service was rendered as a mem- 
ber of the Tyne Commision, and he must be credited with 
Wyging on the gigantic undertaking of the new swing bridge 
over the Tyne. There was no more familiar figure in the 
ts of Newcastle than that of Mr. Harle, and no one was 
more tt known throughout the town and district. His 
een: is kindness ot disposition, which made him 
~ Meeasible to everyone, and his constant good humour en- 








deared bim to all ; snd there is none to whom he was known 
who will not regret his death. Mr. Harle, who was in his 
67th year, is survived by a widow and family. One of his 
sons—the present under-sheriff—was associated with him 
in his business.” 












Suciteties, 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the meeting of the society held at the Law Institu- 
tion on Tuesday evening last, Mr. J. W. Mills in the 
chair, the question appointed for the debite was ‘‘ A, 
takes from B. (bond fide and without notice of any fraud) 
in respect of an antecedent debt which B. owes him, a 
cheque of C., drawn in favour of B., but which the latter 
has obtained from C. by fraud. Upon discovery of the 
fraud C. stops payment of the cheque. Is A. entitled, as 
a holder for value, to recover the amount of the cheque 
from C., notwithstanding the fraud ?’’"— the cases referred 
to being Misa v. Currie (L. R. 1 App. Cas.) and cases therein 
cited, and Byles on Bills of Exchange (10th ed., p. 39). Mr. 
Saxelby opened the discussion, supporting the affirmative, 
and Mr. Ellis replied in the negative. At the close of the 
debate the question, on being put to the meeting, was 
decided in the affirmative. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The fourteerth annual meeting of this society was held 
on Monday evening at Clement’s-inn hall, Strand. Sir 
Henry James, Q.C., M.P., occupied the chair. . Letters 
of apology were read from Mr. Roebuck, Q.C., M.P., Mr. 
A. J. Stephens, Q.C, Professor Sheldon Amos, and Mr. 
E. F. Barton, president of the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society. 

The report stated that the financial position of the 
society was highly satisfactory, and that the numerical 
strength had been largely augmented during the year. 
The society contirued to enrol an increasing proportion of 
barristers and bar students, and the committee believed 
that the best interests of the legal profession generally 
could not be more effectively promoted than by bringing 
together the members of both its branches. 

Sir H. James said that, when they looked back to the 
difficulties of the student in the olden time, even so lately 
as the pre-Blackstone time, he must feel that his diffi- 
culties were little as compared with those of the student 
of the present time. A man might feel then that he 
had a difficult task, bat he was conscious that he 
stood on solid ground. He had to instruct himself on 
the gradual growth of the common law, on the almost im- 
perceptible change of castom into fixed obligation. Bat 
times were changed now, and the student turned to text- 
books and abridgments, and he found himself ina labyrinth. 
The student had to deal with statute following statute, de- 
cision reversing decision, without being able to assure bim- 
self of that certainty which was so desirable in scientific 
research. He could only suggest to those who were study- 
ing, or those who were practising the law, that they must 
endeayour to mitigate the evil by means of greater assiduity 
and devotion to their profession. Referring to pabdlie 
speaking, he said— There were many kinds of eloquence, and 
some people were apt to take the spurious for the real. 
There was eloquence which could express itself in great 
command of words, and there was also the eloquence which 
was attended by knowledge, when the speaker had confidence 
in what he had to convey, and felt he was able to exercise 
great power over those whom he addressed, and it wasa 
great bond between thespeaker and those who listened te him 
when it was known that he was honestly s: ing the truth. 
They had in that society the opportunity of wees 
their thoughts with those of other men, and they had thus 
the opportunity of conference which Bacon told them proved 
the ready mau. They had also the opportunity of corres- 
ponding with other societies in differeat parts of the 
country. 

Mr, Serjeant Parry moved:—* That the association of 
law students of both branches of the profession is productive 
of much good, and that law students’ societies, as facilitat- 
ing auch associations are to be upheld ani encouraged.” 
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He thought that as early as possible those who were going 
to practise in one branch of the profession should associate 
with those who were going to practise in the other. He did 
not think the use of societies like that was fully understood 
among them. He had not had the advantage of belonging 
to any university, but he had belonged to a literary institu- 
tion to which a debating society was attached, in which 
literary and political subjects were discussed, and they all 
derived great advantage from such discussions. Such 
societies were calculated in some instances to give confidence, 
and in others to take away conceit. The most bigoted men 
who listened to the discussions of societies like that, even 
without taking part in them, were likely to become less 
intolerant. 

The resolution was seconded by Mr. Porz, Q.C., and sup- 
ported by Mr. Janson, and carried unanimously. 

Mr. C. P. Burr, Q.C., moved; Mr. Puuitsrick, Q.C., 
seconded; and Mr. Montacu Cooxsoy, Q.C., supported a 
resolution affirming that the general interest felt at the 
present day on questions of law reform and legal education 
was to be noted with much satisfaction by the profession 
and the public. 

A resolution conveying thanks to the Incorporated Law 
Society, to the Hon. Society of Clements’-inn, and to the 
friends of Jegal education who had aided the society during 
the past year, was moved by Mr. J. A. RussEtt, Q.C., and 
seconded by Mr. Morcan Luoyp, M.P. These resolutions 
were also carried unanimously. 

A vote of thanks, moved by W. C. Owen, and seconded 
by Mr. Forp, was passed to Sir Henry James for presiding, 
for which he returned thanks. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The thirty-first annual meeting of this society was held 
on Wednesday evening at the Great Western Hotel. At 
five o'clock the bers assembled for the transaction of 
the annual business, Mr. ALFreD Witts, Q.C., president, 
in the chair. Mr. 8. Rove Suort, jun. (honorary secre- 
tary), read the annual report, which expressed gratification 
at the great progress made by the society in the past year. 
The Birmingham Low Students’ Society remained, as 
heretofore, in the proud position of facile princeps amongst 
the provincial societies in respect to numbers, wealth, 
and influence. There had been an unprecedented increase 
in the number of members—twenty-three ordinary and 
twenty-six honorary (including four barristers) having 
been elected. Fourteen students had been admitted 
solicitors, and were now honorary members. To Mr. 
Alfred Whitehouse, one of the number, the prize of 
the Honourable Society of Clifford’s-inn was awarded, 
and Mr. Alfred A. Baker received honourable men- 
tion and one of the prizes of the Incorporated Law 
Society. There were now 75 ordinary members and 230 
honorary, being a net increase of 7 ordinary and 32 honorary 
eipce the last annual meeting. At the ordinary meetings 
held the debates were well sustained, nine speakers on the 
average taking part inthe discussions. Lectures had been 
delivered by Mr. N. Nathan, Mr. Hogo J. Young, and 
Mr. G. J. Johnson. The committee had memorialised the 
Incorporated Law Society to establish a regular course of 
lectures, and the society had promised that the memorial 
should have attention, The committee desired to express 
their thanks to Mr. Nathan for his generous offer of a 
gratuitous course of lectures conditionally on other bar- 
risters consenting to assist him and a sum being subscribed 
among the students to form a prize fand, Their librarian 
reported that there had been a considerable addition to. the 
books of the library. The financial statement showed that 
the total income of the society during the year had been 
£89 10s. 3d.; and the expenditure £75 12s. 1d.; leaving 
@ balance in the bands of the treasurer of £13 18s, 2d.— 
The report baving been adopted, 

The Paesipent delivered an address to the students, 
Having expressed the pleasure he felt as a Birmiogham 
man in meeting the students and members of the legal 
profession on that occasion, he invited attention to the 
excellent reading to be fouud amongst volames, which gene- 
rally speaking, bad little credit for possessing in their 
pages amusement combined with ivstruction—he meant the 
early and authentic records of an important part of their law 
—the statute law. This was a topic that had engaged 
his thoughts from timeto time, and he had often thought what 








7 S—————— 
materials it would afford for a very interesting and entert aj 
ing collection of extracts, They were taught that En, 
had been a very lawless country in the past, and that frang 
was as old as the hills. After giving illustrations of the 
visions of ancient enactments, the lenrnad president said 
showed that many of our forefathers had narrow views, and a 
sort of childish simplicity as to what were the causes and 
what would be the consequence of the state of things with 
which they were dealing. In conclusion he said if he had 
convinced them that there was amusement to be obtained from 
he study of these old volumes, it would afford him greg 
tleasure. A cordial vote of thanks was accorded to Mr 
Wills for his address, and the company then adjourned to the 
large coffee-room of the hotel, where about sixty gentlemen 
sat down to dinner. The loyal toasts were duly honoured 
after which 

Mr. G. J. Jounson proposed “ The Bench and the Bar,” 
He remarked that for the last two years they had been en. 

in a great legal experiment, an attempt to fuse 
together two branches of judicature that had for centuries 
been kept asunder, and praise should be given to the bench 
and bar of the country for the earnest endeavours they had 
made to promote the success of that experiment. With the 
toast were coupled the mames of Mr. Loxdale Warren and 
Mr. Nathan, who briefly responded. 

Mr. Natuan next proposed “The Birmingham Law 
Society,’ which was responded to by Mr. Evans. 

The Present proposed the toast of the evening, ‘* The 
Birmingham Law Students’ Society,” and said that if the 
students did not keep up the character of their society, it 
might be depended upon that that of the elder institution— 
the Birmingham Law Society—would suffer from any de. 
terioration on their part. He urged them to have a high 
sense of what they had to do, accompanied with determina. 
tion to bring their work toa successful issue. 

Mr. J. B. Coruins responded to the toast. 

Mr. G. J. JoHnson gave the health of Mr. Shore, sen., 
who had taken a very active part in founding the society, 
Mr. SHore replied. 

A vote of thanks to the chairman was proposed by Mr, 
C. E. Matnews, seconded by Mr. C. L. Apams, and the 
chairman having acknowledged the compliment, the pro. 
ceedings terminated. 

At a committee meeting, held on Monday last, Mr. J, 
Hargreave was re-elected Honorary Treasurer, and Mr. 
§. R. Shore, jun., Honorary Secretary. Mr. C. Robinson 
was elected to fill the post of Assistant-Secretary and 
Librarian, vacant by the resignation of Mr. J. B. Collins. 








High Court of Hustice, 


CHANCERY DIVISION. 
(Before the Master or THE ROLLs.) 
Jan. 22.—JIn ve Le Riche and Lowe. 


The following is the judgment delivered by the Master 
of the Rolla in this case, condensed from the shorthand 
notes :— 


His Lorpsuir said the subject-matter which had been 
under discussion was very disagreeable, if not painfal to 
him. He had always avoided taking part, as much as be 
possibly could, in the infliction of punishment. And he 
must say, speaking with all possible respect for Mr. Jastice 
Fry, he thought it would have been more consistent with 
the ordinary practice of the court not to have sent this 
case to the Incorporated Law Society, but to have 
directed the official solicitor to make the motion, With 
regard to the matter, he could not help seeing that there 
was ® great difference between the position of Mr. Le 
Riche and that of Mr. Lowe, and he also could not help 
seeing that it was quite impossible for him to state in the 
form of a judgment every point in the case, or every 
material point in the case. The charges whica were 
brought against these gentlemen were certainly very 
serious indeed, and if he thought they were prov 
to their full extent—that is, if he thought they 
acted throughout corruptly, and with an intention to cheat 
their employers, whatever their views of law or morality 
might be, he should feel compelled to say they were nO 
longer fit persons to remain in the ranks of an honoura 


SS Sa SE ELS ER ee cS aaa cea rate oe ea ea eee su a nap ae apes es Coe BBE EASES EMWE ASHE SE STSERS ST SEBESETSESESESS ESssasarceee 82a Vy AS 












| Jan. 26, 1878. 


tet whee 


"\; SHE SOLICITORS JOURNAL. 249 









= 





—_— 
profession, and he should be compelled most unwillingly to 
remove them from the roll of solicitors. He said most 
ingly, because he was always unwilling to act 

ly towards persons who had long occupied themselves 
ponestly and industriously. It was impossible for a judge 
todischarge his duty properly by showing undue leniency 
ip any particular case, because the only result 
would te to destroy the value of the jurisdiction ex- 
qcied over solicitors. Oa the other hand it was 
not necessary to press more severely than was required for 
the sake of example. That was not a criminal court; it 
ms merely for a judge to inflict such — as to 
deter others from pursuing a similar line of conduct, if he 
thought that conduct did not compel him to strike the 
glicitor off the roll, He might also say, preliminarily, 

as regarded one of the gentlemen—he meant Mr. 
lowe—he did feel some anxiety, he need not add hesitation, 


to the course he ought to pursue. He felt some 


whether he could reconcile it with his judicisl duty 

to allow that gentleman to remain any longer in the pro- 
fgsion the members of which had reposed in them the 
eatest amount of confidence that could be reposed in any 
being who was only a paid agent. One must recol- 

lect that the fortunes of the community were almost 
atirely at the mercy of the solicitor. There was no human 
being more trusted, and in whom greater confidence might 


be , and as to whom that confidence was supposed to 


be 80 peculiar that the law had thrown round it its «gis of 
protection, and to a solicitor alone may a man confide 
morets of the greatest moment with the certainty that: they 
would not be revealed. It must be remembered that every 
member of the profession had an interest in the question. 
He had an interest in its being shown to the world at 
large that his profession was considered an honourable one 
yi dges, and ought to feel it an insult to him and to 

thren if it should be supposed that anything but a 
course of conduct reconcileable, not merely with technical 
legality, but with the highest honour and morality, was the 
proper course to be pursued by a solicitor. He made these 
tmarks because he was going to treat the case with as 


uch leniency as, perhaps, it ought to be treated. The 


ue was @ very short one as regarded the material facts, 
though there were some letters to which he must refer. 
Coote, an Irish gentleman, was the owner of an estate 
Bellamont, and bis solicitors were Mess1s. Harrison, 

Beal, & Harrison, a well-known firm in Bedford-row. Capt. 
Coote was desirous of finding a purchaser for his estate, and 
intrusted the conduct of the negotiations to Messrs. Harrison. 
Mr. Le Riche was a London solicitor of great experience. 
He had been on the roll since 1865, and he was for many 
years agery that time one of the managing clerks of the 
rm of Gregory & Co., and had been in the profession 
forty-eight years. It appeared from the affidavits that 
be had conducted bis business throughout the whole course 
(fhis professional career in a manner calculated to give the 
wimost confidence to the profes-ion and to clients; and 
util these accusations he had always been considered an 
honourable and trustworthy man; he said this because he 
should take it into account in the sentence which he pro- 
nounced. Itseemed that Mr. Le Riche was aware accidentally 
that this estate was to be sold by Messrs. Harrison, and he 
thenght he could find a purchaser and that he would be 
entitled to a commission from the vendors if he found 
‘purchaser. That, his lordship understood, was not the 
usual business of solicitors, but of another class of persons. 
' Le Riche, however, proposed to Messrs, Harrison that 
he should find a purchaser, and that they should pay him a 
‘mmission. They agreed to pay him a commission of one 
ie cent. The estate was of great value. At that time 
Harrison were asking £190,000 for it, so that Mr. 

Te Riche would earn a commission of £1,900. So that he 
had a lange interest in the transaction. Mr. Le Riche, or 
m, Riche & Sons, were the town agents of 

4 tolicitor of the name of Lowe, who _ practised 
in Liverpool, and they thought that he had a client 
Was likely to buy the estate—Mr. Edward 

th, who seemed to have been at the time @ coal-owner 
Liverpool, and who had employed Mr. Lowe occasion- 
ally as solicitor before this time; March, 1874, There 
Was ome little delay, because Mr. Smith could not buy 
eatate till he had completed ihe sale of his colliery ; 
he got into possession of funds this went on. 
The matter was mentioned to Mr. Smith, and he felt 





inclined to entertain it, Then he made that singular 
bargain with Mr. Lowe. He (his lordship) said singular, 
because if did not appear to him that any solicitor of 
repute or standing would have acceded to it. Mr. Lowe 
was @ solicitor in Liverpool, he should imagine, not of the 
highest class; he meant as regarded education or profes- 
sional training, for he had been for many years working 
his way up in the profession from the position of writing 
clerk, or something of that kind. He eventually got hig 
articles, and in 1871 was admitted a solicitor. He was 
an elderly man, of about sixty-five. At this time 
he agreed that he would not charge Mr. Smith any- 
thing until the contract was signed. To use hisown words, 

it was a big job. Mr. Smith promised Mr. Lowe that he 

should have the business if there was a contract signed, but 
in any event he was not to charge any costs until after that 
period, whether the contract was signed or not. If the con- 
tract went off Mr. Lowe was to get nothing, and if the 
contract went on, Mr. Lowe would get his profit from the 
date of the contract. Mr. Lowe communicated this to Mr. 
Le Riehe. Mr. Le Riche should at once have stated to Mr. 
Lowe, for the purpose of its being communicated to Mr. 
Smith, that he was to get his commission from Mr. ison. 
Unfortunately, Mr. Le Riche did not take that course. He 
consented to act as the town agent cof Mr. Lowe in the 

matter of the negotiations for the purchase —Lowe being, 

as he knew, solicitor for Mr. Smith, without informing 
Mr. Smith that he was to have a commission at all, or that 

he had any interest in the matter. That, no doubt, was 

a very serious mistake ; but, unfortunately, one error always 
led to another. On the one hand, it was necessary to per- 
suade Mr. Smith te give more, and on the other hand to 
peranade Captain Coote to take less than the original 
price, Mr. Le Riche was a party to the negotiations in 
which he represented to Mr. Lowe, and to Mr. Smith 
through Mr. Lowe, that he was endeavouring to get an 
abatement of the price on the part of the vendor, so as to 

meet Mr. Smith’s views, all the while concealing from Mr. 

Smith that he had a large interest in getting Smith to enter 
into the contract. The matter did not stop there, becanse 

not only did Le Riche put himself in this position as acting, 
not merely as the nominal agent of Smith, but as the real 

agent, for he made a demand on Mr. Smith, through Mr. 

Lowe, for a commission, on the ground that he had 
obtained a reduction of price—that ie, he was not merely 
the formal but the real agent of Mr. Smith, stating that he 
was serving Mr. Smith in obtaining a reduction of the 
price, and asking for a commission on that ground. His 
lordship thea referred at length to the correspondence and 
said it seemed to him impossible to doubt that they repre- 
sented and intended to represent to Mr. Smith that they 
acted on his behalf in endeaveuring to get the price 

reduced for his benefit, and therefore they ought to be 
paid a remuneration. There then camea most unfortunate 
telegram from Mr. Lowe of the 4th of November: ‘‘ You 
must put price so as to include commission. Be sure 
and do this, for Smith will not pay any.” The meaning 
of that telegram was but too clear. It meant this: “Mr. 
Smith will not pay any commission. You ought to have 
the commission, and I should like to have half of it, there- 
fore, add it to the price; so that Smith will not know it.” 

If that had been carried out, he thought it would have 
been impossible to allow Mr, Lowe to remain on the rolls. 

But it was not carried out, and he must hope that when 

Mr. Lowe got the next letter from Le Riche & Son he saw 
what an error he had committed. He assumed it was done 
ina hurry, and he withdrew from it afterwards. The 
answer was this—and he was sorry to say, though it was 

a refusal, it was not couched in the terms he should like 
to have seen:—“ 5th Nov. Dear Sir,—Your telegram 

received. It is clear that you are solicitor for Mr. Smith, 
and cannot charge for commission without his consent, 

nor can you so arrange the price as to add the commis- 
sion to the price ‘and thus get the commission without his 
knowledge. We do not suppose that you mean this, bat 

we mention it so ag to be olear. If you cannot get Mr. 

Smith to pay a small commission, which he ought to do 
for the reduced price, you must pay yourself by charging 
him for the trouble you have had by your costs of purchase.” 
After again reading the correspoadence, his lordship con- 

tinued :—As regarded Mr. Lowe, the motion was to strike 

him off the rolls, and, as to Mr. Le Riche, that he should 
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take such a course as, under the circumstances, he might 
think proper. Now, what ought he todo? With respect 
to Mr. Le Riche, he was, no doubt, charged with very 
grave conduct. He concealed from his employer that he 
was receiving this large commission, and he endeavoured 
to get Smith to cenclude the bargain. He did offer £200 out 
of fist commission to a man who he knew was the confi- 
dential adviser of Smith, and he ‘refused to go on with the 
matter at all unless he was paid, and if he had not been paid 
something considerable, he would heve thrown it all up. 
He then endeavoured to obtain a further commission from 
Smith on the pre‘ext of obtaining a reduction of price on his 
behalf, represent‘ng that he was acting on his behalf, 
when he was really acting on his own; also, he endea- 
voured to obtain a further commission from Messrs. Harrison 
acting on behalf of the vendor, on the representation, which 
was not true, that he wag liable at that moment to pay 
a farther sum out of his commission. Lastly, his lordship 
was sorry to say that when he came to make an affidavit on 
the present occasion, when he might have obtained ex- 
cellent advice as to his position, he stated that he wrote 
those letters as agent for Messis, Harrison when he was 
not their agent, and not acting in any shape or way for 
them. That statement was not a correct one. It was im- 
possible for him to pass over such conduct without censure. 
On the other hand it was to be said he refused all the 
suggestions made by Lowe which he had read; and there 
was another which he had not read, and: which was also 
refused. After the matter began there was a letter from 
Lowe referring to some arrangement as regarded the 
evidence. He (the Master of the Rolls) had taken a 
charitable view of that letter. It did not necessarily imply 
that they should get up false evidence; but it might mean 
that they might mect and compare notes, and see what they 
could say. He hoped he had not taken a wrong view of 
this letter. He must say, in favour of Mr. Le Riche, he did 
refuse to entertain any such rroposition. He had been very 
many years in his profession, conducting himself honour- 
ably; and there was this also in his favour, that, however 
wrong ke might have been, he thought he was right. 
That was proved by what occurred on the previous day 
through a mistake of his (the Master of the Rolls). 
That being so, he hoped he was not too levieat when he 
said he thought he must suspend Lim from practice for 
the space of six months, from February 1 next, and 
order him to pay the costs. It was a very severe punish- 
ment fora gentleman in his position to be so censured, 
but his lordship had not forgotten that Mr. Le Riche was 
liable to pay, or had paid, costa to the extent of between 
£500 and £600, and that he had not received a shilling. 
Taking that into account, he hoped he was not doing 
wrong in passing what he must call a very lenient 
sentence. As regarded Mr. Lowe, he had some difficulty 
in reconciling himself to allowing his name to remain on 
the rolls of the court. Perhaps he was in error in doing 
80; at all evente, it was an error on the side of leniency, 
and he thought he was not too lenient in acceding to the 
appeal for mercy made on Mr. Lowe’s behalf by his counsel. 
Considering his age, considering his position, considering 
his past life, he should susperd Mr. Lowe from practics 
for two years from February 1 next, and order him also 
to pay the costs. 








Legislation of the Weck. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
BILLS READ A FIRST TIME. 


f Jan, 18,—F acronis. 
Bill to consolidate and amend the law relating to factories 


and workshops. (Mr. Cross). 
Inroxicatine Taquons. 

Bill to probibit the tale of intoxicating liquors on Sunday. 
(Mr. C. Wilson). 

County Courts. 

Bill to amend the law relating to the jurisdiction of county 

courts. (Mr, Cowen), 
Liagmiry or Emrtorens. 

Bill to amend the law relating to the liability of employers 
for injuries mpigently caused to persons in their employ- 
ment. (Mr. onald), 





————— 
Femate Surrrace. 
Bill to remove the electoral disabilities of women, (Mr. 
Courtney). : 
. PARLIAMENTARY ELeEctions, 
Bill to extend the hours of polling at parliamenta; t 
tions in the metroplis. (Sir C. Dilke). Be. 


QuezEn Anne’s Bounty, 
Bill to transfer the administration of the Queen Anne’s 
Bae) Fund to the Ecclesiastical Commissioners. (fr, 
ass). 
Coton1at Marriacts. 
Bill to legalize certaia colonial marriages. (Mr. Knatch. 
bull Hugessen). 
Carirat PunIsHMENT. 
Bill to abolish punishment by death. (Mr. Pease.) 


Town Covncits, 

Bill to amend the law relating to the qualification for 
members of town councils and local boards. (Mr, 
Mundella.) 

EvipEnce. 

Bill to amend the law of evidence in criminal cageg, 
(Mr. Ashley.) 

Permissive Proutpirory Bitt. 

Bill to enable owners and occupiers of property in certain 
districts to prevent the common sale of intoxicating liquors 
within such districts, (Sir W. Lawson.) 


EnrAILs. 
Bill to restrict the power of entailing and settling land 
and other property: (Mr. Shaw Lefevre.) 


Hasrrvat DrunKarDs. 
Bili to facilitate the control and cure of habitual 
drunkards. (Dr. Cameron.) 


INTESTATES. 
Bill for the better settling of the real estates of intes- 
tates. (Mr. Potter.) 
Mepicat Act. 
Bill to amend the Medical Act, 1858. (Dr. Lush.) 


PARLIAMENTARY REGISTRATION. 
Bill to amend the law relating to the registration of 
parliamentary electors. (Mr. Boord.) 
VALUATION. 
Bill to amend the law relating to the valuation of lands 
and hereditaments in England. (Mr. Ramsay.) 


CruELty To ANIMALS. 

Bill to make provision for the more effec‘ual prevention 

of cruelty to animals. (Mr. Holt.) 
Barus. 

Bill to amend the law relating to public baths and wash- 
houses. (Mr. Forsyth:) 

PARLIAMENTARY ELectors. 

Bill to relieve certain occupiers of dwelling-houses from 
being disqualified from the right of voting in the election 
of members to serve in Parliament by reason of their under- 
letting such dwelling-houses for short terms. (Sir H. Wolff.) 

Diving Worsulr. : 

Bill to provide for the performance of Divine worshi 
according to the rites of the Church of England. (Mr. W. 
Egerton.) 

TratninG Scuoors. ‘ : 

Bill to afford facilities for establishing training schools in 
each county, with training ships attached, for training boys 
as sailors. (Captain Pim.) 

Gun Licences. : 

Bill to amend the Jaw relating to gun licences. (Sir A. 
Gordon.) 

Marniep Women’s Prorenrry, 

Bill to amend the Married Women’s Property Act, 1870. 
(Mr, Hibbert.) 

Crerica DisABiviries, ae 

Bill to extend the provi-ions of the Clerical Disabilities 
Removal Act, 1870. (Mr. Goldney.) 


Mernorouitan Boarp or Works. : 
Bill to make provision for the purchase by the Metropolitan 
Board of Works of the undertakings of the several water 
companies supplying water to the Metropolis and to cé t 
places in the neighbourhood thereof, and for the supply Sh 
water by the said Bourd to the Metropolis and to G 
Jaces; and for other purposes relating thereto, (Sir J. M'G. 
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Contaciovs D1szaszs. 
Bill for the repeal of the Contagious Diseases Acts. (Sir 


HL, Johnstone). 
InuasiteD Hovsz Dury. 
Bill to amend the Jaw regulating the levy of the In- 
habited House Duty. (Mr. Hubbard.) 
Mepicat ApporntMENTs. 
Bill to amend the law relating to the qualifications re- 
uired for holding certain medical appointments. (Mr. 


Yrrington). 
Ancren?tT Monuments, 

Bill to provide for the better protection of ancient monu- 

ments. (Sir J. Lubboek.) 
Puszic Hearty Act, 1875. 

Bill to amend the Public Health Act, 1875. 

Brown.) 
Merroporis Management Act, 1855. 

Bill to amend the Metropolis Management Act, 1855, the 
Metropolitan Building Act, 1855, and the Acts amending 
the same respectively. (Sir J. M’G. Hogg.) 

Boroven Voters. 

Bill to amend the law with respect to the qualification 

and registration of borough voters in England and Wales. 


(ir C. Dilke.) 
Criminat Law. 
Bill to amend the practice of the criminal law in certain 
particulars. (Mr. Serjeant Simon). . 
Buiinp AnD Dear CHILDREN. 
Bill for the education of blind and deaf-mute children. 
(Mr. Wheelhouse). 
PARLIAMENTARY REGISTRATION. 
Bill to amend the law relating to Parliamentary and 
municipal registration in certain boroughs. (Mr. Marten). 
VACCINATION. 
Bill to alter the manner in which penalties for the non- 
vaccination of children are now enforced. (Mr. Pease). 
RAcECcOURSES. 
Bill for the licensing of racecourses round the metropolis. 
(Mr. Anderson), 
January 22.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Hovse Occuriers DisqvanicaTion Removat Butt. 


BILLS READ A FIRST TIME. 
Mercuant SEAMEN. 
A Bill to amend the law relating to Merchant Seamen. 
(Sir C. Adderley). 
Breacu OF Promissp or Marriace. 
Bill to abolish actions for breach of promise of marriage. 
(Mr. Herschell). 


(Mr, A. 


LiseL. 
Bill to amend the law of libe), (Mr. Hutchinson). 


Licensine Laws. 
Bill to amend the licensing laws. (Mr. Stavely Hill). 
PotticaL PRISONERS. 
Bill to make better provision for the treatment of 
" convicted of political offences. (Mr. O'Connor 
ower), 








Court Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Covet og MAsTRBROFTHR y 
Date, ‘Avenat. Rotzs. V.C. Maus. 
Monday, Feb. 4Mr. Merivale Mr. King Mr, Clowes 
Tuesday ...... 5 Milne Farrer Kove 
Wednesday,,., 6  Morivale King Clowes 
Thursday, .... 7 Milne Farrer Koe 
Friday “,,.,.,.8 | Morivalo (King Clowes 
Saturday ..,, 9 Milne Farrer Koe 
V.0, Bacow. V. 0, Hatt. ass” aa 
Monday, Feb. 4Mr. Teosdale Mr. Leach Mr, Ward 
Tuesday ....., 5 | Holdship Latham Pemberton 
Wodnesday.,.. 6  Toosdale Leach Ward 
Thursday, ..., 7 Holdship Latham § Pomberton 
tisese 8 Teesdale Leach Ward 
BY sees 9 Holdship Latham Pemberton 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 


MIDDLESEX. 

Hitary Srrtines, 1878. 
LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 

(Continued from page 210.) 
QB 109 Lauder (Nash & F) v Mapp (W A Greatorex) 
Ex 110 Wrigley (A Martin) v Marshall (J Entien), 
CP 111 Church & anr (R W Stacpoole) v P: (Crook & S) 
Ex 112 Michell (Parkers) vy Wilson (W T Hamlin 
Ex 113 Fuller (Ingle, Cooper & Cv) v Streeter (Cole & J) 
Ex 114 May (Duffield & B) v Irvine (Layton & J 
QB 115 Anderson & Co (Nash & F) v Henry Webber & Co 

(W C Smith) SJ 
P 116 Bird (F Rolt) v Storey & anr (Taplin, T & J) SJ 
B 117 Cervetto (Parkers) v Silva (Kearsey, Son & | 8J 
x_ 118 Steenackers (Goldring & J) v Yglesias (Randall & A) 
B 119 D’Oyley (Markby & Co) v Keynemann & anr (John- 
son & Co; Elmslie & Co) SJ 
B 120 Cameron (Shum & Co) v Gowland (Harcourt & M) SJ 
B 121 Ay yd & Co (Combe & W) v Le Fefevre & Co 
olley 

B 122 Ye | (H q Needham) v Harvey (Freshfields & 


Co) § 
Ex 123 a ge (S Smith & Son-) v Nicholls (Pearpoint & 


Ex 124 Morton (O B Wooller) v Maxwell (J J Keily) SJ 

Ex 125 Maxwell (J J Keily) v Morton (O B Wooller) SJ 

Ex 126 Stevens & ors (Same) v Leete & ors (E Sweeting) 

CP 127 Cowen (Lowless & Co) v West (Lewis & Lewis) SJ 

Ex 128 Meinhard (Wood & Hare) v Johnson (Vallance & V) 

QB 129 ese (Gregory & Co) v Whitehead (Ridsdale & 
ny) 


CP 130 Lea (W Pilcker) v Foster (J B Batten) 
Ex 131 Cookson (J C Button & Co) v Midland Ry Co (Beale 


& Co) 
QB 132 Kensit & anr (H C Beauchamp) v Kimpton (T 


Kimpton 
QB 133 Wolff (Digby & L) v The London & County Banking 
Co (Deane, Chubb & Co) , 
Ex 134 Butler (R Davies’ » Benwell (C V Lewis) 
Ex 135 ie (J P Poncione, jun) v Feast (L 
arnett 
Ex 136 Wake (H H Wells) v Carter (Allin & G) 
Q B 187 Wilson (B Hutchison) v Rymill & anr eo & M) 
Ex 138 — (J C Button & Co) v Chambers (J H Williams) 


Ex 139 Nathan (Same) v Cohen (Harris & G) 

Ex 140 Carey (Same) v Marshall & anr (T C Russell) 

QB 141 Sawbridge & anr (N Bennett) vy Eggar (Walker & Co) 
QB 142 Lennard (Westera & Sons) v Porter (T E Watkin) 
CP 143 — exor (Saunders, H & B) v Hammond (Shaw 


) 

C P 144 Davis (H Hand) v Berry (S W Harris) 

Ex 145 Rothery & anr (C Parke) v Pounsberry & anr (Philby) 

Ex 146 The Society of Apothecaries (C J C Pri ) Vv 
Hamilton (W T Ricketts) 

QB 147 Apps (Webster & G) v Warren (Boyes & R) 

QB 148 Braham (Same) v Wilson (W T Ricketts) 

C P 149 Reed (W Philp) v Burrows (G H Oliver) 

CP 150 Edwards & anr (T K Edwards & Son) v Clarke (G J 
&P Yonago: 2 

Ex 151 Mason & ors (Bridges, S & Co) v The Vest:y of St. 
George, Hanover Square (Capron, D & Co) 

QB 182 Lilly & ors oe mt & T) v Faller es &C 

Ex 163 Webb (Brooksbank & G) v Cardwell (Wheatcroft & D) 

(To be continued.) 








BIRTHS AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS, 

BuakEyY—Jan 22, at 16, Park-terrace, Stirling, N.B., the wife 
of J. Wood Blakey, solicitor, of a daughter. 

NesuamM—Jan. 17, at Claremont Heuse, Surbiton, the wife of 
Charles E. Nesham, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

Pors—Jan. 16, at Madura, South India, the wife of Alexander 
BE. Pole, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

Woorr—Jan. 17, at 72, Weat Cromwell-road, South Kensing- 
ton, the wife ef Sidney Woolf, of the Middle Temple, barrister- 
at-law, of a son. sae 


is 

Anprrson—Jan. 17, at 75, Holland-road, Kensington, James 
Thomas Anderson, of Roseneath, Twickenham, ba . 

Burcnect—Jan, 21, at 7, Kingsbridge-terrace, Maygrove-road, 
Kilburn, Joseph Burchel!, barrister. 

PALMER—Jan. 19, at Biarritz, Robert Heyrick Palmer, barris- 
ter-at-law, aged 48. 

Surru—Jan. 14, at 6, Arthur-terrace, Peckham, Henry Saith, 





solicitor, aged 31. 
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LONDON GAZETTES. 
Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 


Tvespay, Jan. 22, 1878. 
Lay, George William, and Francis Scott, Great Newport st, St. Martin’s 
lane, solicitors. June 25, 1877 
Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
2 Fripay, Jan. 18, 1878. 
Liusrrep ux CHaNcERY. gee 

Buffalo Hide Horse Shce Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 
up, presented Jan 12, directed to be heard before the M.R. on Jan 
26. Behrend, Buckiersbury, solicitor for the petitioner 

Trades’ Bank, Limited.—The M R. has fixed Monday, Jan 28, at 12, at 
his chambers, as the time and place for the appointment of an official 
liquidator 

TcxsDay, Jan. 22, 1878. 
LrutTep In CHANCERY. 

British Fire Office, Limited. By an order made by the M.R., dated 
Jan 13, it was ordered that the above company be wound up. Ellis 
and Co, St. Swithin’s lane 

James Anderson and Company, Limited.—Creditors resident in England 
and elsewhere, except India, are required, on or before Feb 16, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims to Alfred Audrey Broad. Walbrock : 

James And and Company, Limited.—Creditors resident in India 
are required, on or before May 8, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims to William Holmes May, 
Mission row, Calcutta iis 

Liynvi Tendu and Ogmore Coal and Iron Company, Limited.—Petition 
for wirding up, p ted Jan 19, di d to be heard before V.C. 

, on Febl. Jackson and Prince, Clement’s lane, solicitors for 
the petitioncr 

Manchester RealIce Skating Rink Company, Limited.—V.C Malins 
has, by an order dated Nov 23, appointed John Hyde, Shakespere?st, 
Sarnert, and Edwin Banks Harding, Manchester, to be official 

iquidators 

Railway Steel and Plant Company, Limited.— Petition for winding up, 
presented Jan 21, directed to be heard before V.C. Ha'l, on Friday, 
Feb1. Phelps and Co, Gresham st, agents for Sale and C», Man- 
chester, solicitors for the petitioners 

Bheidol Lead Mining Company, Limited.—By an order made by the 
M.R., dated Jan 12, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of 
the above company be continued. Harper ani Co, Rood lane, solici- 
tors for the petitioner 

Scilly Islands Telegraph Company, Limited.—The M.R. has, by an 
order dated Nov 12, appointed Cuarles Lee Nichols, Queen Victoria 
st, to be official liquidator 

Shirland Collieries Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, on or 
before Feb 19, to send their names and addresses, and the part'culars 
of their debts or claims, to Joseph Pearson, Paradise +q, Sheffield. 








Tuesday, March 5, at 11, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 


Upon the debts and c' 
Country PaLatixe or LANCASTER. 
Ai Fripay, Jan. 18, 1878. 
Union ey Company, Hindley, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
. Jan 15, directed to be heard before the V.C. at Stone 
nildings, Lincoln’s inn, on Monday, Jan 28, at 10.30. Leigh, Man- 
chester, se .icitor for the petitiener 
reditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Paway, Jan. il, 1877. 
Eckersley, Peter, Prestwich nr Manchester, Gent. Jan 31. Eckersley 
v Eckersley, V.C. Malins. Hilton, Manchester 
Farr, Henry, Cockhill, Worcester, Farmer, Oct 29, Hearne v 
Misjer, V.C. Hall 
Griffith} Thomas Aubrey, Stretton villas, South Hackney. Jan 31. 
Davidson v Griffith, V.C. Bacon. Morgan, Colemin st 
Hall, Joseph Richard Saint He’ens, Derby, Sculptor. Feb 12. Herbert 
v Hal, V.C. Hall. Vallack, Derby 
Ireland, Andrew Kellie, Everton, near Liverpool. Jan 25. 
Ireland, V.C. Bacon, Swainson, junior, Kendal 
Welis, William, Bradford, York, Esq. Feb 8, 
-4Gardiner, Bradford 
Toxrspar, Jan. 15, 1877. 


hamper. James, Albury, Surrey,Gent. Febil. Next of kin, V.C. 
A. 


Paterson, Charles, Brewer st, Golden sq. Feb 16° Headland v Pater- 
sop, V.C. Malins. Harting, Liscoln’s inn fields 
Radcliffe, Mary Ann, Cheshire. Feb 9. Next of kin, V.C. Hall 
Ranyell, Robert, Boston, Lincoln, Builder. Feb 16. Brightey v 
= Ranyell, V.C. Malins. Wise, Boston 
Williams, Edward, Colchester, Essex, Doctor of Medicine. Feb 8, 
Willson v Jones, M.R. Jones, Ooichester 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35, 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fatwar, Jan. 11, 1677, 
Browse, Sarah Margaret, Paignton, Devon. Feb 15. Francis and 
Baker, Newton Abbot 


oem, past Bristol, Warehouse keeper. Feb15, Daniel and Cox, 
Copell, James, Watlord, Hertfori, Gant. Feb23, Watson and Son, 


7 

Cox, Thomas, Bristoi, Gent. Jan 21. Osborne and Co, Bristol 

Drinkwater, Michael Altrincham, Cheshire, Gardener. Feb 12. Fow- 
den, Altrinchan 

Eyres, Rev Charles, M.A., Great Melton Rectory, nr Wymondham, Feb 
1, Berkeley, South 

Fish‘r, Thomas, Cofton mon, Worcester, Farmer, Feb!, Amyiiott 

Yowle, Thomas Everett, Chute Lodge, Wilts, sq. April 1. Smith, 
High st, Andover 

— 4can, Aigburth, nr Liverpoo), Surveyor, Feb 1. Smith, Liver- 


Mm 

Hell, Richard, Prownswood park, South Hornsey, Gent. Feb 15. 
Hall, Gray’s inn 94 

Haskiseon, John, Collonate House, Upper Holloway, Gent. Feb 28, 


Ireland v 
Wells vy Brook, M.R. 





—<——S 
Boulton and Sons, Northampton sq, Clerkenwell 
Jones, Edward Thomas, Stanton Harcourt, Oxford, Gent. Jan 9). 


Godfrey, Abingdon 
Lewis, James, Wherwell, Hants, Farmer. March 1, Pain and Clarke, 
beg Conrad Schauffhau Switzerland ant 

Mandra on Conrad von, sen, Switzerland, M: 
March L. ‘Wood and Co, Bradford ce. 
McIntosh, James Cockburn, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Commission Agent 
Feb 12. Hoyle and Co, Newcastle-upon-Tyne . 
Muff, Robert, Leeds, Grocer. Feb 1 Rooke and Midgley, Leeds 
Norman, Sophia, Hamilton terrace, St John’s wood. Jan 31, Carr 
and Co, Basinghall st 
Pawson, William, Leeds. March 1. Middleton and Sons, Leeds 
Pinch, Jane, St Stephen’s, Corawal!l. March 1. Nicholls, 8t Colom 
Sharman, Eric Radd, Walton-on-the-Hil', Lancashire, Broker, Feb 
16. Cleaver and Holden, Liverpool 
Warters, John, Westerham, Kent, Gent. Feb 2. 
Tvuxspay, Jan, 15, 1878. 


Strand 

Arber, Frederick, Delancy st, Camden town, Gent. Feb 28. Serrell, 
Mornington rd 

Blair, John, Cheetham hill, Menchester, Gent. March 1. Earle and 
Co, Manchester 

Ca'dwell, William Charles, Chobham, Surrey, a Captain H.M’s 47th 
Regt of Foot. March 8. Underwood and Son. Holles st, Cavendish 8 

Cropper, Edward, Swaylands, Kent, Esq. Feb 28. Masterman and 
Co, New Broad st 

Donkin, Richard, Longton, Stafford, Hair Drewes, Feb 4, Clarke 
and Hawley, Longton 

Fernandes, Catherine Mary, Cheapside, Wakefield. Feb 5. Fernandes, 
Wakefield 

Gadsden, Jeffery, Weston Turville, Buckingham, Farmer, Feb 16, 
James and Horwood, Aylesbury 

Gane, Richard, juo, Mecklenburgh sq, Architect. Sept 30. Aldridge 
and Thorn, Bedford row 

Gill, Elizabeth, Bath. Feb 19. Gill and Bush, Bath 

Hepworth, James, Southport, Gent. March !. Browning, Bradford 

Orrin, James, Cclchester, Essex, Gent. Feb8. Pope ani Buckley, 
Colchester 

Paraviso, Carl, Nurnberg, Bavaria, Germany, Merchant, Feb 1, 
Wilkinson and Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Parish, Mery, Timsbury, Somerset. March 1. Rees-Mogg and Co, 
Cholwel 

Phillips, Colchester, Essex, Grocer. Feb6. Witty, Colchester 

Smethurst, Susannah, Woolfold, Lancashire. Feb6. Grundy and Co, 
Bary 

Stoker, Henry Stothard, Church Fenton, York, Farmer. Feb 12, 
Bickers, Tadcaster 

Tanner, John William, Walthamstow, Essex, Farmer. Feb 9, Wragg, 
Great St Helens 

= Jemima Maria, Worcester, Feb 4. Baker and Co, Lincolo’sian 
fields 

Thomas, Elizabeth, Windsor. Feb 25. Durant, Windsor 

Watson, Eliza, Milnthorpe, nr Wakefield, Feb 5. Fernandes, Wake- 


field 
Wilding, Martha Jane, Tottenham court rd. Feb 13, Curtis, Old 
Jewry chambers, Old Jew 
March 25, Wood and Son, 


Ty 

Wood, George, Rochford, Essex, Gent. 
Rochford 

Woodford, Wenman Dempriere, Hom Lodge, nr Ross, Feb 14, Davies, 

288 


Fisher, Essex st, 


Bankrapts. 
Fripay, Jan. 18, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Awbery, David, Oakfie'd rd, Anerley, Grocer. Pet Jan 16, Spring. 
Ric*. Feb5atil 
Boosey, Thomas, Hart st, Bloomsbury, Auctioneer, Pet Jan 15, 
Spring-Rice. Jan 29 at 2 
Coles, Kichard Fennings, Porchester sq, Bayswater. Pet Jan 14, 
Brougham. Jan 29at 1 
Cunningham, Samuel, Little Guildford st, Russell sq, Looking Giass 
Frame Manufacturer, Pet Jan 15. Hazlitt. Jan 30 att 
Honey wil), Alfred Thomas, Spurstowe rd, Hackney, Builder. Pet Jan 
15, Hazlitt. Jan 30 at 2 
Knox, George, Langbosrn chambers, Fenchurch st, Merchant. Pet 
Jan 15, Hazlitt. Jan30at1 
Robinson, Charles Devereux, Gresham house, Merchant, Pet Jan 15, 
Haziitt. Feb 6 at 11 
To Surrender in the Country, 
Bell, William Henry, South Shields, Solicitor, Pet Jan 16. Mort!» 
mer. Newcastle, Jan 29 at 11,30 
Connor, William, Manchester, Banker. Pet Jan 16, Lister, Man- 
chester, Feb 11 at 10.30 
Martin, Dymoke, Leicester, Ale Merchant, Pet Jan 16, Ingram. 
Leicester, Jan 31 at 1 
Williams, Edward, and William Singer Sugden, Exeter, Photographers. 
Pet Janl6, Daw. Exeter, Jan 30 at 11 
Wright, Warner, Norwich, Solicitor, Pet Jan 15, Cooke. Norwich, 
Jan 80 atl 
ToxspayY, Jan, 22, 1878, 
Under the Bankruptoy Act, 1869, 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. " 
Surrender in London, 
Barder, Louis, and Jacob Barder, Aldersgate st, Furriers, Pet Jao 
18, Keene, Feb#at 11 
Berv, Wiliam buck, Green st, Grosveror sq, House Steward. Pet 
Jani7. Keene. Feb 6 at 12 
Pennisl', Arthor Thomas, and Arthur Penniall, Hatton garden, Printers. 
PetJani0, Keene, Feb avi 
bar aren, Hatton garden, Grocer. Pet Jan 18, Keene, FebS 
at 12, 
To surrender in the Oountry. 
Haynes, William Clark, Castlehill, Maidenhead, PetJan 19, Darvill. 
Windsor, Peb 16 at Lt 
He garty, Thomas, Liverpoo!, Provision Dealer. Pet Jan 17, Cooper 
verpoo’, Feb dati 
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 Manehester, Sewing Machine Dealer. 
» Feb 11 at 10.30 


F James 
" Pet Jan 18. Lister. 
James, Sh Powder Flask Manufacturer. Pet Jan 17, 
é Sheffield, Feb 8 at 1 


Book, Brank, Stock, Essex, Farmer. Pet Jan 17. Gepp. Chelms- 
oa , William Samuel, Llanfechain, Montgomery, Grocer. Pet Jan 
18. Talbot. Newtown, Feb 8 at 12.30 — 

Jubb, Isaac Henry, Beckenham, Kent, Chimney Cleaner. Pet Jan 18, 
Rowland. Croydon, Feb 8 at 3 
; BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 

Faripay, Jan, 18, (878. 
Grant, Alexander, St Stephen’s chambers, Telegraph st, Merchant. 


Jan 1 
Kennedy, Hugh Lorraine, Wormwood st, Merchant. Jan 14 
ae Tuespay, Jan. 22, 1878, 
Edmund John, Lion terrace, Seven Sisters’ rd, Provision 
‘Dealer. Jan 17 
Dobson, Thomas Wrigglesworth, Kirkgate, York, Innkeeper. Jan 14 
$mith, Richard, Northampton, Builder. Jan 9 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 


Fripay, Jan. 18, 1878, 
Allin, Samuel, Holsworthy, Devon, Farmer. Jan 30 at 3 at offices of 
Tapley and Hutchins, Holsworthy 
y George Edward, Leeds, Grocer. Jan 31 at 12 at offices of 
Rooke and Midgley, White Horse st, Boar lane, Lee 
Saul,{Llantwit Vardre, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler. Jan 
95 at 12 at offices of Morgan, Pontypridd 
Aneell, Charles, High Holborn, Bootmaker. Jan 30 at 3 at the Bell 
Tavern, Basinghall st 
aglorers Thomas, Dewebury. Feb 4 at 2.30 at offices of Stapleton, 
ion st, Dewsbury 
oseph, ard Napoleon Aprile, Sudbury, Essex, Jewellers. Feb 
4at4at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. 
Prior, Colchester 
Ascoli, Augustus, Commerce rd, Wood green, Watchmaker. Jan 31 
at3at 3, Furnival’s inn. Romer, Chancery lane : 
Aslin, Robert Joho, Twickenham, Shoemaker. Jan 31 at 12 at 17, 


Newgate st 

Baker, Frederick Ferris, Form by, Lancashire, Hotel Manager. Jan 31 
at 3 at offices of Culshaw, Lord st, Liverpool 

Barnes , Isaac, Birmingham, Chandelier Manufacturer. Feb 1 at 1! at 
the Great Western Hotel, Monmouth st, Birmiogham. Parr, Bir- 


mingham 
Beavan, Thomas, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st, Fishmonger. Jan 
9 at 4 at the Bell Tavern, Basinghall st. Rashleigh, Borovgh 


High st 
Bedford, Richard Jenkins, Bromham, Wilts, Farmer. Feb 2 at 11.30 
at offices of Petgrave and Hodgkinson, Harr'ng’on place, Bath 
Bennett, Thomas Elias, Hempton, Oxford, Licensed Victualler. Jan 
%9at 3 at 9, Bridge st, Banbury. Lovell, Deddington 
Bingham, Thomas Frederic, Peterborough, Tailor, Feb75at 2 at the 
Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn, Gaches, Peterborough 
Bool, Henry John, Bath, Builder, Feb 4 at 12 at 13, Queen sq, Bath. 
Stone and Co 
Bragg, James, Darlington, out of business. Jan 30 at 11 at offices of 
Barron, High row, Darlington 
Bry, John, Shilton, Warwick, Farmer. Feb 4at 11 at offices of Neale, 
Bay lane, Coventry 
ey, re Baxenden, Lancashire, Bleacher. Jan 29 at $ at 
offices of Hall and Son, Quesn st, Accrington 
Brookes, George Edward, Radcliffe, Lancashire, Joiner. Jan $1 at 2 at 
offices of Robinson, Acresfield, Bolton 
Brongh, William, Gapton, York, Farmer. Jan 30 at 11 at the George 
Hotel, Malton. Jackson, Ma'ton 
ee, Witten, Wigan, Joiner. Feb 1 at 3 at offices of Stuart, 
» Wigan 
Butcher, John, Southport, Dentist. Feb 4.at3.at offices of Welsby and 
Co, Lord mi, Sommerer’, 
Carter, William Richard, Culmstock, Devon, Innkeeper. Feb 5 at 12 
at Offices of Fewings, Queen st, Exeter. Burrow, Collumpton 
pmen, Frederick John, Black ‘orrington, Devon, Mason. Feb 4 
at 11 at cftices of Bray and Peter, Holsworthy. Thorne, Barnstaple 
Oe Charion, and James Clark, Mark lane, Merchants, Jan 30 at 2 
at Lay a Tavern, Gresham st. Houghtons and Byfield, 
reh s 
Codman, Robert, East Dercham, Norfolk, Furniture Broker. Feb 5 at 
Wat offices of Saunders, Quebec st, East Dereham 
Cole, William Joseph, Tempsford, Bedford, out of business. Feb 7 at 
4.80 at the Corn Exchange, St Neots, Huntingdon. Wilkinson and 
- Oo, . oo 
, Joseph, Baxterley, Warwick, Farmer. Jan 31 at 2 
age glee ce y, . n t 2 at offices of 
Corbett, John, Little Earl st, Soho, Cheesemonger. Jan 28 at 2 at 
Offices of Barnard and Co, Finsbury place. O’Brien 
Crabbe, Thomas Marsh, Pentre, Glamorgan, Fishmonger. Jan 30 at? 
an ofhces of Thomas, Church st, Pontypridd 
gsenn. Bramley rd, Notting h‘ll, Dairyman. Feb 5 at 2 at offices 
of Tilley and Soames, Hashery pase sou 
agoeerh, Avsgarth, York, Tailor. Feb 1 at 12 at offices of Ham- 
n 
Crosland, Josoph, Lindley, York, Ionkeoper. F 
: . . Feb 4 at 11 at offices of 
oe and Sunderland. King st, Huddersfield 
oy John, Princes rd, Noting hill, Cheesemonger. Feb2 at 3 at 
uildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Curtis, Old Jewry chambers 
oh BED Dalton, and Joseph Edmund Dalton, Oldham, 
Gark, Oldnee 4at Sat the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral steps, Manchester, 
J 


» George William, Oakfield, Islo of Wight, Grocer, Jan 28 atd at 
1, St Thomas at, Ryde, Urey Ryde wife . 
Degean, Carl Heinrichs, Wood st, Cheapside, Wholesale Furrier. Feb 
At Sat offices of Parke, Colebrook row, Islington 
Dent urst, Thomas, Farnworth, Lancashire, Greengrocer, Jan 30 at 
A eng A ym erennens, | Bolton ; 
’ am, jan, Burnley, Grocer, Jan 30 at 11 at offices of 
Backhouse, Ormerod st, Boraley 








Douglas , George, Middlesborough, Engraver. Jan 30 at 11 at the Ti 
¢ Hotel, Lin: Middlesborough. Bainbridge and Barn 


thorpe rd, esbo 
» Middles' h 
Dwyer, John, Leeds, Provision Merchant, Feb 1 at 3 at offices of Pu!- 
chambers, Park ro 


’ Wy 

Earl, John, Osset, York, Labourer. Feb lat 11 at offices of Stringer, 
Prospect rd, Ossett 

Edwards, Wark John, Much Wentock, Salop, Postmaster. Jan 31 at1l 
at the Talbot Inn, Much Wenlock. Osborne, Shifnal 

Edwards, Samuel, Ely, Baker. Jan 31 at 12 at offices of Rance and 
Son, High st, Ely 

Eilbeck, Henry, Cleator Moor, Cumberland, Builder. Feb 4 at 2.30 at 
10D, Irish st, Whitehaven. Paitson 

Elsden, Thomas Henry, Rothbary, Northumberland, Builder. Jan 30 
at 1 at olfices of Nicholson, Bridge st, Mo: 

Eyles, John Hill, Swansea, Merchant. Jan 28 at li at offices of Ley- 
son, Fisher st, Swan-ea 

Farrer, Levi, Ampthill, Bedford, Baker. Feb 1 at 11 at offices of Mit- 
chell and Webb, St Paul’s sq, Bedford 

Fisher, Wi'liam Henry, Birmiogham, Grocer. Jan 29 at 3 at offices of 
Boraston, Ann st, Birmingham 

Fletcher, Joseph, Lowestoft, Fisherman. Feb 7 at 4 at offices of 
Archer, London rd, Lowestoft 

Gardner, Charles, Addiscombe, Surrey, out of business. Feb 4 at 12 
at offices of Moss, Gracechurch st 

Gledhill, Henry Leadbeater, Heckmondwike, Plumber. Jan 29 at 1! 
at offices of Sykes, Heckmondwike 

Gurney, Thomas, Norland rd, Notting hill, Cheesemonger. Jan 31 at 
1 at offices of Moore, Bedford row 

Guzzwell, William, Great Grimsby, Smackowner. Jan 31 at I! at 
offices of Grange and Wiatringhan, West St Mary’s chambers, West 
St Mary’s gate, Great Grimsby 

Hall, John Errington, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Builder. Jan 29 at 11 at 
Offices of Keenlyside and Forster, St John’s chambers, Grainger st 
west, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Hall, John Robert, Cottingham, York, Joiner. Jan 30 at 3 at the 
George Hotel, Kingston-upon-Hal!. Jordeson and Whitling 

Hal, Williani Gibson, Harrogate, York, Licensed Victualler. Jan 30 
at 3 at the Somerset Hotel, Harrogate. Batzson, Harrogate 

Hardwick, Lee, Leeds, Soticitor. Jan 31 at 3 at Wharton’s Hotel, Park 
row, Leeds. Pullan 

Harvie, Charles John, Bristow st, New North rd, Coach Builder. Jan 
31 at 2 at offices of Andrews and Mason, Ironmonger lane. Angell 
and Imbert-Terry, Gresham st 

Hiazeldine, Edwin, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. Jan 29 at 3 at offices 
of Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester 

Haworth, Joseph, Rawtenstall, Lancashire, Weaver. Jan 31 at 3 at 
offices of Townsend, Bank st, Rawtenstall 

Hegaity, Thomas, Liverpool, Provision Dealer. Jan 30 at3,30 at offices 
of Lupton, Harriogton st, Liverpool 

Hildebrant, Alfred, Chorlton-on-Medlock, Baker. Jan 31 at 3atoffices 
of Simpson, Kennedy st, Manchester 

Hobbs, John, Chape! st, Marylebone, Butcher. Feb 5 at 3at offices of 
Young, Newga‘e st s 

Holden, John, and Arthur Henry Bullock, Walsall, Stafford, Builders. 
Jan 29 at 10,15 at ofices of East, Eldon chambers, Caerry st, Bir- 
mingbam 

Hosgood, William Richard, Roath, Cardiff, Boot Dealer. Jan 30 at 12 
a offices of Williams and Co, The Exchange, Bristol. Merrils, 

rit 

Howells, George, Birmingham, Tobacconist. Jan 26 at 13 at offices of 
Joynt, New st, Birmingham} 

Hughes, Henry Gwynne, Kington, Hereford, Boot Deater. Feb 2 at 1 
at cffices of Cheese, Bridge st, Kington 

Hull, William, Bootle, nr Liverpoo!, Corn Miller. Jan 30 at 3 at offices 
of Jones, Cook st, Liverpool 

James, William, and Edward James, Dewsbury, Ironfounders. Jaa 28 
at 10.30 at offices of Scholes and Son, Leeds rd, Dewsbary 

Jenks, John, and Joseph Jenks, jun, Smethwick, Stafford, Iron Manu- 
facturers. Jan 31 at 12 at the Queen’s Hotel, Birmingham. 
spears, Oldbury 

Johnson, Joseph, Claughton, Cheshire, Florist, Jan $1 at 11 at offiees 
of Downham, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead 2 

Jones, Danie!, Liverpool, Hat Manufacturer. Feblat2 at offices of 
Rogers, Lord st, Liverpool. Lawrence and Co, Liverpool 

Jones, Enoch Rees, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Grocer. Feb | at | at offices 
of Collins, Broad st, Bristo!. Randall, Bridgend 

Jones, John, Aberystwith, Cardigan, Builder, Jan 29 at U1 at offices 
of Hughes and Sons, Pier st, Aberystwith 

Jones, John, Tanygrisian, Merioneth, Grocer. Feb 1 at 1 at offices of 
Ellis, Fourcrosses, Festiniog, Werioae’ 

Jones, John, Ystradyfodwg, Glamorgan, Tallow Chandler. Jan Sl at 
12 at offices of Howard, Temple buildings, Mill st, Pontypridd, 
Rosser, Pontypridd 

Jones, John Owen, Cardiff, Grocer. Jan 31 at 11 at offices of Jones, St 
Mary st, Cardiff 

Keene, Richard, jun, Derby, Photographer. Feb 7 at 3 at offices of 
Leech, St James’s chambers, Derby 

Kendal, Charles, Foleshil!, Warwick, Builder. Jan 30 at 12 at offices 
of Dewes and Co, Hay lane, Covent: 

King, Samuel Cropley, Winchmore hill, Grocer. Jan $1 at 2 at offices 
of Poncionie, jan, Raymond buidiogs, Gray's ian 

Kubnel, August Gottlied Wilhelm, Soothill, Dewsbury, Landscape 
Gardener. Fed i at 3 at offices of Woolet, Bxchange buildings 


Batle 

Layeosk, Henry, Dalton, York, Provision Dealer. Feb 1 at 11 at offices 
of Armitage, Lorg st, Huddersfield 

Long, Henry, jun, Princes st, Leicester sq, Watehmaker. Jan 26 at 12 
at the Grecian chambers, Devereux court, Temple 

March, Edwin, Great Tower st, Merchant. Feb 4 at 3 at offices of 
Cooper and Co, George st, Mansion House, Stibbard and Oo, 
Leadenhall st 

MoBeth, John Cunningham, Liverpool, Baker, Jan 31 at 3 ab offices 
of Simm, Fylde chambers, Thomas st, Liverpool. Browne, Liver- 


ool 
MeNeill, William, Oldham, Draper, Jan 30 at 2 at offices of Buckley, 


Chureh lane, O'dham 
Moore, Edward, Cheltenham, Cremist, Feb 1 at 11 at offices of Moores 


aud Romney, Tewkesbury 
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Morris, David, Blaina, Mon, Collier. Jan Si at 11 at offices of Browns , 
Bryomawr, Brecon 
Snaceoey, Charles, Old Kent rd, Uniertaker. Feb 6 at 1! at 11, Iron- 
monge lane, Cheapside. Keene and M , Mark lane 
Neal, Frederick Emery, Cock lane, West Smithfield, Provision Mer- 
chant. Feb 5 at 3 at offices of P.ews ani Co, Mark lane 
Nicholson, William, Gateshead, Durham, Painter. Jan 31 at 12 at offices 
of Robson, Townhall, Gateshead 
Nixon, John, Birmicgham, Grocer. Feb | at 2 at offices of Buller and 
Bickley, Bennett’ hill, Birmingham 
Oliver, James, Leeds, Painter. Jan 29 at 2 at offices of Harle, Bank st, 
Leeds 
Pain o>, William, Netherton, Berks, Farmer. Feb 2 at 11 at offices of 
Bartlett, Elk st, Abingdon 
Palmer, Edward, Kiover, Stafford, Drillnan. Feb 2 at 10.30 at cffices 
of Wall. Union chambers, Stourbr dze 
Parker, John, Louth, Lincoln, Baker. Jan 31 at }1 at offices of Gray, 
Eastgate, Louth 
Pound, Joun, Holly st, Dalston, Seed Me:chant. Jan 28 at 3 at 37, 
Bedford row 
Prescott, William George, Hockley, birmingham, Fruiterer. Jan 31 
31 at 10.15 at offices of East, Eldoa chambers, Cherry st, Birming- 
ham 
Pulford, William, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Licensed Victualler. Jan 31 
at 3 at offices of Sebright and Co, Hamilton st, Birkenhead 
Ram-ay, John Stephenson, H.M.’s Ship Impregnable, Devonport, 
Assistant Paymaster R.N. Feb 4 at 3 at offices of Curteis, St George’s 
Hall. East Stonehouse 
Read, Thomas, and Charles Sutton, Leicester, Boot Manufactarers. 
Feb 5 at 2 at offices of Wright, Be:voir et, Leicester. James, 
Leicester 
Richard, Henry, Luckes ani Francis Nash, Highfield, Gloucester, 
Colliery Proprietors. Jan 30 at 1 at offices of Triggs, Broai st, 
Bristol. Perrin, Bristol 
Richardson, Thomas, King’s rd, Chels2a, Stay Manufacturer. Feb 1 
at 12 at offices of Tattershall, Cheapsite 
Roberts, Walter. Bristcl, Tai'or. Jau 26 at 12 at offices of Sherrard, 
Baldw n st, Bris‘ol 
Robinson, Henry, Blackenhall, Woiverhampton, Lock Manafacturer. 
Feb 9 at 11 at offices of Pr‘or, Duriington st, Wolverhampton 
Robinson, Richard, Chorley, Lancashire, Plumber. Jan 31 at 3 at 
offices of J; nm, Fazakerley st, Chorley 
Robinson, Thomas, Mundford, Norfolk, Farmer. Feb 1 at 12 at offices 
of Emerson, Rampant Horse et, Norwich 
Rowlands, Francis, Swansea, Watchmaker. Jan 28 at 11 at offices of 
Hartland and Co, Rutland st, Swansea 
Rowson, Henry, Liverpool, Jeweller. Jan 31 at 3 at offices of Masters 
and Fletcher, North John st, Liverpool 
Rushforth, William Henry, Burley, nr Leeds, Oil Merchant. March 
14 at 3 at offi-es of Routh ard Co, Park row, Leeds, Oarr 
Sabertor, John, Ey, Merchant. Jan 29 at 1! at 2, Silver st, Cam- 
brilge. Wayman 
Salisbury, William Henry, Cardiff, Wine Merchant. Jan 29 at 11 at 
offices of Tribe and Co, Moorgate st buildiags, Moorgate st. Morgan 
and Sc At, Cardiff 
Samsays, David J. hn, Ewell, Sarrey, Biker. Feb7 at 3 at 19 , Wor- 
ships’. Fenton, Highga‘e 
Seamer, William Frederick, Reiga‘e, Surrey, Clothier. Feb4at3 a‘ 
145, Cheapside. Montagu, Bucklersbury 
Sheppard, Edward, Rusvell st, Covent garden, Butcher. Jan 30 at 1 at 
145, Cheapsize. Cr ouch, Que2n Victorias st 
Sherris, George, Middiesborough, Shipwrght. Jan 23 at 3 at offices of 
_ Tease, Albert rd, Middlesbo ough 
Simpson, Willi m James, Easton, York, Farmer, Feb 4at 3 at offices 
of Sedger, Market piace, Bridiinzton, York 
Stacey, Joun, Bangor, Carnirvon, Manufacturer of Mineral W aters. 
Jan 29 at 1.30 at the London and North Western Hotel, Lime st, 
Liverpiol. Hughes, Bangor 
Stilgoe, John, Kowmgton, Warwick, Farmer. Jan 31 at ll atthe Red 
Hors: Hotel, Bridge st, Stratford-upon-Avon. Lane 
Stones, Samael, Burton Joye2, Noitingham, Biacxsmith. Feb 6at 4 at 
12, Fletcher gate, Nottingham. Cockayne 
Straff ri, Will'am, Northgate, Wakefield, Provi ion Dealer. Jan 31 at 
3 at o.fc-s of Horner, Wood st, Wakefield 
Taylor, Adam, Bury, Lancashire, Dr-per. Jan 30 at 3 at offices of 
Anderton, Garden st, Ba 
Tedd, William, West Bromwich, 8 afford, Greengroc2r. Feb 2 at 11 at 
(flices of Tophim, High st, West Bromwich 
Thowas, Thomas, Ystrad, Glamorgan, enter. Jai 31 at 11 at 
offi es of Lewis, Giebeland st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Thomas, Thsnas, and Howsll Williams, Nebo terrac), Glamorgan, 
Boilsers. Jin 31 at 19 at offices of Lewis, Glebelani st, Merthyr 


Tydfil 

Tolley, William Augustine, Thorahill place, Csledonian rd, Chemist’s 
Asis:ant. Jan 26 at 11 at offices of Rassel, Coleman st 

Town-en4, Charles, Breedon, Warwick, Needl3 Maker, Jan 20 at 3 at 
Offices of Simmon-, Evesiam st, Red litch 

Tranter, Isaac Rogers, South Stockton, York, Ironmonger. Jan 3) at 
10.5 a" the Waterloo Hotel, Market p'ace, Darlington. Wooler, 


Twigg, George, Wrawby, Line in, Parmer. Jan 26 at 1 at the Angel 
Ino, Brigg. f Summers, Hu’! ‘ r 
Vickers, J nathan, Choppington Guide Post, Northumbarland, D.aper,. 

Jan 2 at 3 at offices of Thomas acd Robert Nicholson, Bridge st, 


Wat, James Henry, Maidstons, Confectioner. Feb 4 at 12 at the Bell 
Hoel, Usidstone. Scenning, Maidstone 

Waite, Jono, Wakeficl4, Pork Butcher. Jar 29 at 3 at the Royal 
Hctel, Wood st, Wakefield. Lodge, Wakefiold 

Welker, Wiliam, Soxth Bank, nr Middlesborough, Grocer, Jan 31 at 
12 at vflices of Dobson, Gosford st, Middlesborough 

Were, Charies Frederick, City r4, Boot Merchant. Jan 26 at 12 at the 
White Hart Hotel, Leicester. Knight, Cuurch passage, Gulidhall 

Watso, James Cope, ey ne ys oe Cab Driver. Jan 25 at 3 
st offices of Chambers, Beale lane, Kingston-upon-Hall 

Welch, suguss, Coxhce, Durham, Jan 40 at 11 at officss of Chambers, 
Sadler st, am 





Welton, Edmund, the elder and Edmund Welton the younger, 
Coach Builders. Jan $1 at 12 at offices cf Emerson, Rampant me 


st, Norwich 

Whitcraft, Adam, Whitwick, Leicester, Plumber, Jan 28 at 12 
offices of Deane and Hends, Market place, Loughborough at 

Whiteman, Char'es Crow, Peterborough, Northampton, Gen 1 
Draper. Jan 8lat 12, at the Wentworth Hotel, Weatworth = 
Peterborough. Hunnybun and Sons, Huntingdon ’ 

Whittaker, Thomas, Leftwich, Chester, Provision Dealer. Feb 2 gt ll 
at the Town Bridge Lecture Room, Northwich. Fletcher, North 

Wilke:, James, Tewkesbury, Gloucester, Greengrocer. Leb 2 at 1} at 
offices of Moores and Romney, Tewkesbury 

Williams, George, Stretford, Lancaster, Spirit Merchant. Jan 31 at 
3 at offces of Sutton and Elliott, Fountain st, Manchester 

Williams, Howell, ¥stra?, Glamorgan, Caroenter. Jax 31 at 12 a 
offic-s of Lewis, Glebe'and st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Williams, John, Brist»!], Boot Manufacturer, Jan 31 at 12 at offices of 
Evans, Shannon court, Cora st, Bristol 

Woolfe, Henry, Darlington, Machine Mtker, 
Queen’s Hotel, Leeds. Barron, Darlington 

Wright, Samuel, Birmingham, Dyer. Jan 28 at 3 at oTices of Wilson, 
Benne ‘t’s hill, Birmingham 


Jan 31 at 2 at thy 





—_— 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of tha Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Facalty pronounce it ‘the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfa t, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aad Children.” 

Highly commended by the entirs Medical Press, 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY cHeareg 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Cap, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CccoaTina A LA VANILLE is ths most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
vasite Chocolate, ani may be taken when richer choc late is pro 
hibited. 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 
Charities on Special! Terms by the Sole Proprie:‘ors, 
H. SCHWEITZE?% & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 


57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his periecily 
inless system of adapting 
(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 
ARTIFICIAL TEETH sy ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamphlet Gratis and Post-free. 











FEED: YOUR CHILDREy 


SDERIDGE'S 


PPATENT COOKED FOOD. 





AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS AND 
SOLICITORS, 


STEPHENS’ 


SCARLET INK For STEEL PENS. 


This ink is unaffected by steel pens; it is a most pvrilliant and per- 
manent colour; it can be usad upon parshmant, and is conssquently 
of great value t> solicitors ani draughtemen. 

Sold in stone bottles, by all stationers, at 1s., 2s., 2¢., and 7s, 6d 

ach; and in glass botties at 6d. and ls, each. 


EDE AND SON 
ROBE MAKERS 





BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whoie of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARKISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSBL’S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY ® CLERGY GOWNS, BC 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. _ 


Published THIS DAY, price 4s, Gd., cloth, 
A HANDBOOK of PRACTICAL REGISTRA- 


TION ; with numerous Forms and Precedents, By E. ¥. 
STRELT, 
Witpr & Bons, Law Pub'ishers, Lincoln’a-inn archway, 
oud n, WC, 
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/THE NEW. PRACTICE CASES. 


Eprrep sy W. T.. CHARLEY, 
Esq., D.C.L., M.P., BARRIsTER-AT-Law. 


the concluding Number of Vol, IT. -(No. 4) is now ready, price 1s., 
containing, in rddition to Reports of Cases, an Alphabetical List of the 
Cases reported in Vol. I1., a Title page and Table of Contents to that 
yol,, and an Index to the 2nd series of Chamber Oases. Stiff blue 
tovers, cloth gilt, for binding Nos. 1, 2, 3, and 4 of Vol. IL., price Is. 
Nos. 1, 2.3, and 4 of Vol. II., neatly bound in one vol., cloth gilt, 
uniform with Vol. I., 5s. 6d. These Reports are essential as a companion 
to “Charley’s Judicature.” “Mr. Charley’s very usefal Reports are 
granged on an excellent plan.”—“ Evening Standard,” 





CHARLEY’S JUDICATURE. 
av SECOND ISSUE of the THIRD EDITION 


of CHariey’s ‘ New Practice and Pleading under the Supreme 
Court of Judicature Acts,” 1,200 pages. Demy 8vo, cloth, 7s. 64. 
Now ready. “It contains everything that a practising solicitor can 
bly desire.’—* Times.” 
Warsatow & Sons (Limited), 60, London Wall ; 27, Great Winches- 
ter-street ; and 49, Parliament-street, London. 





—-. 
In the press, post octavo, price half-a-crown, post-free, 


EMARKS on LAND TRANSFER; showing 
how the same may be made easy, by continuing the present 
em, with some modifications. By E. H. BARLEE, Solicitor of the 


art. 

“The pamphlet deserves the attention of conveyancera and others 

interested in securing an improved system of land transfer.”— Law 
. 


“inthis pamphlet the author has thrown together several very 
practical an@ useful suggestions for improving the system relative to 
the transfer of land.’”—“ Irish Law Times.” 

“The pamphiet is deserving of notice in view of the attention 
which the more easy transfer of land is attracting in England and her 
colonies.’—“ Canada Law Journal.”” 

London: Watertow & Sons (Lrmrrzp), 65, London-wall; 26, Great 
Winchester-street, E C.; and 49, Parliament-street, S.W. 





This day is published, price 21s., the 19th Edition of i 
‘STONE'S JUSTICES’ MANUAL. This Edition 
of this well-known Standard Work will contain, besides other 
matter, the decisions of the Supreme Court of Judicature to the 
present time ; the recent Statutes relating to Justices’ Clerks, Elemen- 
tary Education, Prisons, Wild Fowl ; and the Rules of August, 1877, under 
the Employers and Workmen Act, 1875, with Copious Notes. Some of 
the articles have been re-written and re-arranged. By G. B. KEN- 
NETT, Esq., Clerk to the Justices of the City of Norwic®, 
London: Suaw & Sons, Fetter Lane. 


| Postel REVERSIONARBRY INTEREST 
SOCIETY. 





24, LINCOLN’S-INN-FIELDS, W.C. 





Cuaremax—Alfred H. Shadwell, Esq. 
Deroty-CuatnmaN—H. Cecil Raikes, Esq., M.P. 

Rerersions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred 
Annuities granted in exchange for Reversionary and Contingent In- 
terests. 

Loans may also be obtained on the security of Reversions. 

Annuities ,Immediate, Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endow- 
ments granted on favourable terms. 

Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further information, may 


be had at the office. 
C. B. CLABON, Secretary. 


Sites AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON, 
Brancuss in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shangh ai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms eus- 
tomery with Lon¢on bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Deposirs received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :~ 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed 
upon, 

Bi1ts irsued at the current exchange ofthe day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 

Sates AND Purcuwastss effected in British and foreign securities, in 
os India Stock and loans, ard the safe custody of the same under- 
taken. 

Interest drawn. and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realized 

Every other description of banking business and money agency, 
British and Indian transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman. 


A PYESTIZING. —C. H. MAY & CO.,GENERAL 
ADVERTIZING OFFICES, 
78, Gracechurch-street, London, E.C. Established 18468. 
Adverti-ements received for insertion in all newspapers, &c. 
Estimates for General Advertizing. Special and very favourable 
terms quoted tor @ series. . 
C. H. MAY & CO. also receive advertisements addressed to their 
offices, without extra cbarge. 


STUART-BAREKER & SON, 


SURVEYORS AND AUCTIONEERS, 
36, KING WILLIAM STREET, LONDON BRIOGE, E.C. 














This day is published, price 35s., the 13th Edition. 
RCHIBOLD’S POOR LAW, comprising the 
<\ Duties of the various Officers for the Administration of the Poor 
law, the Law relating to the Relief of the Poor, Settlement of the 
Poor, Removal of the Poor, and-the Poor Rate. Revised and Corrected 
to the present time. - By W. C. GLEN, Esq., Senior Legal Assistant of 
the Local Government Board. 

London: Suaw & Sons, Fettex Lane. 

Now ready, price ls., by post, le, 2d., 
RIMINAL PROCEDURE in ENGLAND and 
SCOTLAND. By the Hon, ARTHUR D. ELLIOT, Barrister-at- 

We 





Wituam Riwewar, Piccadilly ; and all Booksellers, 





Now ready, price 9d., 


HE LAW ALMANACK FOR 1878. 

Published by Taomas Scort, Warwick-court, Holborn ; Hamit- 

Tox, Avams, & Co., Paternoster-row ; and sold by all Law Stationers 
and Booksellers. 


EGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 


25th Janvany, 1878. 
NOTICE is hereby given that an Extraordinary General Meeting 
ofthe Legal and General Life Assurance Society will be held at the 
Office of the Society, No. 10, Fleetestreet, in the city of London, at 
Two o'clock, on Tuesday, the lath day of February, 1878, for the pur- 
prs: of laying before the Meeting, and asking their consent to, a Bill 
intended to bs introduced into Parliament in the present Session to 
fable the Legal and General Lifa Assurance Society to sue and be 
sued in their own namo, and té make provision as to the vesting of the 
funds and Property of the Society in the Trustees from time to time of 
fe Society, with such alterations ay may bs required by Parliament, 
By order of the Board, 
E. A. NEWTON, Actuary and Manager. 
tee treet neemeeetentenenneeneneest - oe a ae om — Ss 
EVERSIONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in 
Landed or Funded Proporty or other Securities and ANNUITIES 
PUrchased, or Loans thereon granted, by the 
EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
10, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGRE, STRAND, 
Established 1835, Paid-up Capital, £480,000. 
Wrequived Interest on Loans may be capitalized. 
F, 8, CLAYTON, } Joint 
O, H, CLAYTON, § Secretaries. 








5} PER CENT. DEBENTURES. 


NATIONAL MORTGAGE AND AGENCY COMPANY OF 
NEW ZEALAND, LIMITED. 
Tavetrzrs—Charles Magniac, Esq., 3, Lomb Cc. 

Archibald Orr Ewing, Esq., M.P., of Ballikinrain, N.2. 
Caarrman—Henry R. Grenfell, E-q., 27, Upper Thames-street, E.C. 
Bangers—Moeasrs, Smith, Payne, & Smiths ; 

The Royal Bank of Scotland. 

The Company RECEIV&S MONEY on LOAN, for which it ISSUES 
DEBENTURES bering interest at 4} per cent. for 3 years,5 per cent, 
for 5 years, and 54 per cent. for 7 years, payable half-yearly by coupons, 
which are attached to the Bonds. 

Full information and Application-Forms can be obtained at the O%ce 
of the Company. 

46, Lombard-street, London, E.C. J. W. LEONARD, Sec. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON ard 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 


No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 

direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 

of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- 

sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continueé 

support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the strictest 

care and promptitude assured. Oficially stamped forms for adverstiss 
ment and file of “ London Gamtte’ kept, By apvointment. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite onder the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 


The BOOKS ana FORMS kept in stock for immediate me 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
fa the pest form for registration and distribution. SHARE CER- 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches, Com- 
pinics Fee Stamps Railway Registration Forms, 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 











te ASH & FLINT), 
Srattoners, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &e,, 49, Ficet 
street, London, B.C, (corner of Serjeants’-inn), 
Annual and other Returus Stamped and Filed. 
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EVANS & SWAIN'S 


PATENT CONSTRUCTION FOR FLOORS, CEILINGS, ROOFS, STAIRCASES, 
Combining Simplicity with Strength. and FIRE RESISTANCE practically unlimited. 
Extract from “ The Times,’ April 20th, 1877, 


‘‘ After public test of trial floor. . . . 


compare the action of the fire . 


R oy Ae ee aon furnace blazing in the b 
ime had no perceptible effect on the floor, which externally remain ectly cool. . . . s 
protege agg an ordinary 7-inch rolled iron joist had been previous! 


In order to test 
placed on supports inside 


building directly over the fire, and within a foot of the ceiling, a weight of about three cwt. being placed on its centre. After he 


exposed for about one hour to the flames, the iron joist became bent and twisted, and finall 
The flooring was exposed to such an intense heat, and under suc 
. Messrs. Evans & Swain are. to be congratulated on the success of i 


condition. . . .- - 
imagine could occur at an eutione?: fire. . . . I 
experiment.’ Full particulars will be sent on application to 


toppled over iato the fire in a orp 
conditions, as it is hardly possil 


Messrs. EVANS & SWAIN, 6, Southampton Street, Strand, London, W.0. 
N.B.—The Patentees are open to treat for the Sale of their French and Belgian Pate 








YATES & ALEXANDER, 


LAW, PARLIAMENTARY, AND 
GENERAL PRINTERS, 


CHANCERY BUILDINGS, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 





Every description of printing executed with the utmost speed 
and upon reasenable terms. 


A Liberal Discount for Cash. 





Temporary entrance to Y. & A’s Works by 
Breams Buildings, Chancery Lane, during the 
building of the frontage. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Cltancery-lane, London, E.C. 


Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s. 


Drart Paper, 5s., 6s. 6d., 7s. 6d., 78. 9d.,and 9s. 9d. per ream. 

Brier Paper, 15s, 6d., 17s. 6€., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

Foorscap Paper, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s. 6d. per ream. 

“LAID Nore, 38., 4s.,¢245 6. per ream. 

Large Cakam~-Laip Nore, 4s. 64., 63. 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

Lance Buive Nore, 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per ream. 

ENVELOPES, CREAM OR Buvs, 3s, 9d., 48. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per 1000. 

Tue “ TempLe’’ Envecore, extra secure, 9s. 6d, per 1000. 

FootscaP OrriciaL Exvevores, ls. 9d. per 100. 

PartTripee & Coorer’s Vettum Wove Civae-Horsr Nore, 9s. 6d. 
ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthless 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe that 
each sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, ‘‘PARTRIDGE & 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,” withcut 
which none is genuine. 

InDENTURE SKins, Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s. 5d. each, 28s, per 
doz., 135s, per roll. 

- oR FoLLowers, Ruled, 2s, 1d, each, 24s. per dozen, 115s, per 
roll. 

Records on Memoriacs, 8d, each, 7s. 6d. per dozen, 


Ledgers, Day Books, Cash Books, Let‘er or Minute Books: 


An immense stock in various bin dings. 


MUCH TIME AND WORRY SAVED 
BY SORTING YOUR PAPERS INTO 
STONE’S PATENT BOXES AND CABINETS 
“ Exceedingly useful.”’—“ Standard.” 
Sold by Stationers everywhere. Mlustrated Catalogues post-free from 
HENRY STONE, MANUFACTURER ‘& PATENTEE, BANBURY, 


All Sizes can be seen at 
13, CRANBOURNE-STREET, LEICESTER-SQUARE LONDON. 











18 THE BEST FOR THE 
TOILET, NURSERY, and SHAVING. 
Recommended in the Journal of Cutaneous Medicine, edited by Mr, 
ERASMUS WILSON, F.RB.S., 
USED BY 
THE ROYAL FAMILY, 
And S0ld by CHEMISTS and PERFUMERS EVERYWHERE, 





LAW WRITING.—No charge made for Paper 
Writin, ied, lid. folio. E; D 

Dewde and. Wikings copied, 14. nr (elo. Engroning a 

LAW PRINTING.—Statements printed at 
fixed scale. Writs, &c., printed with Solicitor’s name, 7s, Gd5 
= Par‘iculars and Conditions of Sale, &c., printed with exp Mi 
ion. i 2 

LAW LITHOGRAPHY.—Drafts of Deeds, ¢ 
lithographed with expedition. Plans of Estates copied, reduced, 
or en and lithographed. 


LAW STATIONERY.—Draft Paper from 6s, » 
ream. Foolscap Paper from 95. per ream. Brief Paper to 
18s, per ream. Official Envelopes of every size. Poe 

PARCHMENT.—Indentures ruled and red 
for 15, 20, and 30 folios, 24s. d»zen ; Followers, 22s, dozen, uy 


NOLE PAPER and ENVELOPES of every 
scription. Die Sinking and Stamping. eS 
ACCOUNT BOOKS from 21s. per set. Al 


stock of various bindings. 
poe Hag Se eae from 25s. Stands, 15s. 6d. 
Inkstands, Bodkins, Runners, Tape, Ferret, &c., &. ’ 


BDWARD TAN 


Wholesle and Retail Law, General, Commercial, and eg i 
Lithographer, Printer, Engraver, and Account Book 


75, CHANCERY LANE, & 308, HIGH HO 


Samples forwarded. Estimates given. 





‘The Economy of Nature provides a Remedy for every Complaint, 


RHEUMATISM, SCIATICA, 
AND LUMBAGO. 


VICKERS’ ANTILACTI 
Cure 


s Rheumatism, Sciatica, and Lumbago. 


VICKERS’ ANTILACTIG 


Is the Recipe of a famous Physician. 


VICKERS’ ANTILACTIC 


Helps Nature to expel from the system the poisonous acid 
which causes Rheumatism, &c., &c. a 


VICKERS’? ANTILACTIC 


Is sold by Chemists, in Bottles, at 1s. 1}d., 2s. 9d, 4s. 
and 11s. ; or sent direct from the Depot, 
CUSTOM HOUSE CHAMBERS, LOWER fHAMES STREET, 


LONDON ee 
LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


FINEST MEAT-FLAVOURING STOCK FOR SOUPS, MADE 
DISHES, AND SAUCES, 


LIEBIG COMPANY’3 EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


CAUTION.—Genuine only with the fac-simile of Baron 
Liebig’s Signature in Blue Ink across Label, 


LIEBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


ALKER’S ORYSTAL CASE WATCHES are. 
superseding all others.—Prize Medals, London, 1462; Par 
1867. Gold | from 215 15s.; Silver from £6 6s.—68, Cornhill 5 
t-street; 76, Strand, 














